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February  10,  1914. 


ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE  ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDING  DECEMBER  31,  1913. 


STATE  OF  NEW  YORK, 

Attorney-General’s  Office, 

Albany,  January  1,  1914. 

To  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  New  York: 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  section  66  of  the  Executive 
Law,  I  have  the  honor  herewith  to  submit  the  annual  report  of 
the  Attorney-General  for  the  year  ending  December  31,  1913. 

Respectfully, 

THOMAS  CARMODY,  • 

A  ttorney -General. 


SUMMARY  OF  LEGAL  BUSINESS,  INCLUDING 
MONEYS  RECOVERED  DURING  THE  YEAR  1913. 


During  the  year  1913  this  office  conducted  1,362  proceedings 
in  the  Supreme  Court,  including  400  mortgage  foreclosures,  54 
partitions,  70  actions  against  State  officials,  75  voluntary  dissolu¬ 
tions,  15  sequestration  proceedings,  169  prosecutions  under  the 
Conservation  Law,  154  miscellaneous  actions  and  429  proceedings 
for  State  hospitals. 

In  addition  to  this  the  department  appeared  in  175  motions  at 
Special  Terms,  635  proceedings  in  Surrogate’s  Courts,  and  passed 
upon  25  applications  to  amend  charters  of  corporations. 

Thirty  cases  were  argued  in  the  Court  of  Appeals,  of  which  18 
were  decided  in  favor  of  the  State,  10  against  the  State  and  2 
remain  undecided. 

There  were  68  cases  argued  in  the  Appellate  Divisions,  of  which 
36  were  decided  in  favor  of  the  State,  26  against  the  State  and  6 
remain  undecided. 

There  were  482  claims  defended  in  the  Board  of  Claims,  aggre- 
gating  $9,881,997.  Of  this  number  278  claims  were  dismissed 
with  no  award,  in  which  the  amounts  asked  for  aggregated 
$1,984,707.57. 

There  were  a  vast  number  of  miscellaneous  matters,  such  as 
examinations  of  bonds,  of  powers  of  attorney,  of  certificates  of 
incorporation  and  of  applications  to  the  Land  Board  for  grants 
of  land  under  water. 

Thirty-five  titles  of  lands  other  than  for  Barge  Canal  purposes 
were  examined,  and  893  titles  were  examined  of  lands  taken  for 
Barge  Canal  purposes. 

There  were  221  formal  opinions  written  in  addition  to  a  great 
number  of  letters  covering  questions  that  did  not  seem  to  demand 
a  formal  opinion. 
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This  office  collected  during  the  past  year: 

For  violations  of  the  Agricultural  and  Pure 


Food  Law . .  $57,348  29 

Under  the  State  Conservation  Law .  30,743  69 

For  State  Hospitals: 


Maintenance  account .  $19,370  46 

Cost  and  disbursements .  5,054  33 


-  24,424  79 

Recoveries  in  other  actions  for  the  State .  41,356  09 

Making  a  total  of  .  $153,872  86 


A  detailed  statement  of  the  facts  involved  in  the  various  litiga¬ 
tions  and  other  matters  referred  to  herein  will  he  found  in  the 
report  which  follows. 

INVESTIGATIONS  UNDER  THE  EXECUTIVE  LAW. 

During  the  past  year  charges  have  been  frequently  made  involv¬ 
ing  extravagance,  inefficiency  and  corruption  against  certain  offi¬ 
cers  and  employees  of  the  Highway  and  Prison  Departments  of 
the  State.  In  some  quarters  the  idea  seems  to  exist  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Attorney-General  to  investigate  and  prosecute  charges 
of  this  character  of  his  own  volition  and  in  disregard  of  the ‘legal 
machinery  established  by  our  government  for  the  investigation 
and  punishment  of  crime.  I  think  it  proper  that  I  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Legislature  and  also  the  attention  of  the  various  Dis- 
trict  Attorneys  of  the  State  and  the  public  generally  to  the  fact 
that  charges  of  crime  against  State  officials  and  employees  require 
precisely  the  same  treatment  as  charges  of  crime  against  other 
individuals.  The  investigation  of  such  charges  rests  primarily 
and  properly  with  the  District  Attorney  in  whose  jurisdiction  the 
crime  is  claimed  to  have  been  committed. 

The  duties  of  the  Attorney-General  in  this  respect  are  defined 
by  section  62  of  the  Executive  Law.  According  to  the  provisions 
of  that  act  he  must  investigate  such  crimes  and  in  such  counties 
as  he  is  ordered  to  do  by  the  Governor,  and  for  that  purpose  at¬ 
tend  the  term  of  any  grand  jury  that  may  properly  investigate 
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such  crime  and  any  court  for  the  trial  of  any  indictment  that 
may  be  found.  This  is  the  only  power  the  Attorney-General  has. 
He  has  no  power  and  should  have  none  to  .supersede  of  his  own 
volition  the  District  Attorney  of  any  county  in  the  investigation 
of  crime,  and  the  proper  administration  of  the  law  requires  that 
this  power  of  the  Governor  be  exercised  only  when  there  is  reason 
to  believe  that  the  District  Attorney  cannot  properly  investi¬ 
gate  or  is  incompetent  dr  disqualified  to  investigate  the  alleged 
crime.  The  experience  in  this  State  since  this  provision  of  the 
Executive  Law  was  adopted  is  to  the  effect  that  failure  almost 
universally  follows  where  the  Attorney-General  supersedes  the 
District  Attorney  in  the  investigation  of  crime.  Such  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  usually  brings  about  a  continuous  hostility  and  constant 
conflict  between  the  Attorney-General  and  the  District  Attorney, 
which  almost  invariably  results  in  the  failure  of  justice  and  in 
benefit  to  the  person  accused.  The  District  Attorney  is  properly 
equipped  for  the  investigation  of  crimes  of  all  character  whether 
against  public  officers  or  private  individuals.  He  has  the  con¬ 
stabulary  and  the  police  power  of  the  county  behind  him.  The 
courts  are  always  open  to  him.  His  business  has  precedence. 
Grand  juries  are  at  his  disposal.  Supervisors  and  courts  will 
furnish  him  such  further  aid  in  respect  to  additional  counsel  as 
he  may  need.  I  have  found  no  case  during  my  experience  as 
Attorney-General  where  a  local  District  Attorney  has  failed,  when 
called  upon,  to  exercise  the  great  power  that  he  has.  And  where 
he  has  been  permitted  to  do  so,  the  result  has  been  a  vindication 
of  the  law  and  the  punishment  of  crime. 

During  the  past  year  this  view  has  been  fully  substantiated. 
At  the  request  of  Governor  S'ulzer  I  designated  Mr.  Peter  B. 
Smith  of  the  city  of  Brooklyn,  Special  Deputy  Attorney-General 
to  assist  District  Attorney  Gagan  of  Rockland  county  in  the  in¬ 
vestigation  of  highway  frauds.  Mr.  Smith  was  instructed  to  as¬ 
sist  and  not  supersede  the  District  Attorney.  He  spent  much 
time  during  the  summer  in  assisting  the  District  Attorney  who, 
immediately  upon  the  matter  being  brought  to  his  attention,  took 
up  a  thorough  investigation  of  the  charge.  This  resulted  in  an 
indictment  being  found  by  the  grand  jury  of  that  county  on  the 
18th  day  of  August  last  against  Dunbar  Constructing  Company, 
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Bart  Dunn  and  Joseph  J.  Fogarty,  charging  them  with  the  crime 
of  conspiracy  to  cheat  and  defraud  the  State  of  New  York  in 
connection  with  the  repair  of  a  highway  on  State  route  No.  91. 
The  grand  jury  also  found  an  indictment  against  Fogarty,  charg¬ 
ing  him  with  neglect  of  duty  while  acting  as  foreman  of  laborers 
in  the  State  Highway  Department.  The  same  jury  found  an 
indictment  against  the  Aetna  Constructing  Corporation,  William 
W.  Whyard  and  James  Boyd,  charging  them  with  the  crime  of 
conspiracy  to  cheat  and  defraud  the  State  of  New  York,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  repair  of  a  State  road  in  Dockland  county  on 
route  No.  90,  and  also  an  indictment  against  James  Boyd,  fore¬ 
man  of  laborers  in  the  State  Highway  Department,  for  neglect  of 
duty. 

The  indictment  against  Dunbar  Constructing  Company,  Bart 
Dunn  and  Joseph  J.  Fogarty,  was  tried  before  Mr.  Justice  Arthur 
S.  Tompkins  and  a  jury  at  the  December  term  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Dockland  countv,  and  on  December  20th  a  verdict  was 

%J  7 

rendered  by  the  jury.  An  appeal  has  been  taken  to  the  Appellate 
Division  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

It  is  proper  to  state  in  connection  with  these  cases  that  District 
Attorney  Gagan  has  fully  demonstrated  the  propriety  and  indeed 
the  neeessitv  of  leaving  the  District  Attornev  undisturbed  in  his 
investigation  of  such  charges  giving  him  such  assistance  in  the 
way  of  furnishing  evidence,  contracts,  specifications,  etc.,  as  the 
State  may  have  in  its  custodv.  The  conviction  in  this  case  is 

tj 

due  largely  to  the  promptness  and  thoroughness  of  his  investi¬ 
gation  and  to  the  very  thorough  and  able  manner  in  which  he 
presented  these  matters  to  the  grand  jury  and  to  the  trial  jury. 
There  need  be  no  fear  on  behalf  of  the  people  that  criminals  will 
escape  if  this  course  be  followed  in  every  case.  These  are  the 
only  specific  instances  of  highway  fraud  in  any  way  brought  to 
my  attention  during  the  past  year  and  this  is  the  only  instance 
where  the  Governor  has  asked  me  to  designate  a  special  deputy  in 
respect  to  these  frauds. 

Charges  of  fraud  in  highway  construction  have  been  so  per¬ 
sistently  made  in  other  counties,  however,  through  the  press  and 
otherwise,  that  I  felt  justified  in  giving  Mr.  Smith  authority  to 
make  an  investigation  in  any  county  where  he  felt  warranted  in 
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so  doing  by  the  charges  brought  to  public  attention  or  to  his  atten¬ 
tion  and  to  bring  these  matters,  if  the  facts  justified  it,  to  the 
attention  of  the  proper  District  Attorney.  Under  this  authority 
Mr.  Smith  has  taken  up  investigations  in  several  other  counties 
and  is  cooperating  with  the  proper  District  Attorneys  in  his 
investigations. 

O 

Prison  Department. 

Charges  were  made  before  Governor  Sulzer  of  crimes  and 
official  dereliction  against  the  warden  and  other  employees  of 
Sing  'Sing  prison.  At  the  request  of  the  Governor  I  designated 
James  W.  Osborne,  Special  Deputy  Attorney-General,  to  investi¬ 
gate  these  charges.  As  a  result  indictments  were  found  which 
are  still  pending.  These  are  the  only  cases  brought  to  my  atten¬ 
tion  by  the  Governor  under  the  Executive  Law. 


FEDERAL  REGULATION  OF  WATER  POWER  WITHIN 

NEW  YORK  STATE. 

There  is  pending  now  before  Congress  a  bill  to  control  the 
diversion  of  water  from  Niagara  river.  This  bill  is  based  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Federal  Government  has  the  power  not 
only  to  control  the  diversion  but  also  the  utilization  of  water  from 
Niagara  river.  It  provides  that  diversion  of  water  from  Niagara 
river  is  prohibited  except  under  permit  issued  by  the  Secretary 
of  War,  with  the  exception  of  the  use  of  water  for  sanitary  and 
domestic  purposes.  The  bill  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
grant  revocable  permits  for  the  diversion  of  water  for  power  pur¬ 
poses  from  Niagara  river  above  the  falls  in  amounts  not  exceed¬ 
ing  in  the  aggregate  a  total  diversion  of  15,600  cubic  feet  per 
second,  providing  that,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  issuing  of 
any  permit,  the  applicant  therefor  shall  stipulate  and  agree  to 
comply  with  all  regulations  with  respect  to  rates,  tolls  and  other¬ 
wise  that  may  be  established  by  the  State. 

The  bill  gives  the  Secretary  of  War  power  to  revoke  permits 
whenever  satisfied  that  the  amount  of  water  diverted,  together 
with  the  amount  diverted  on  the  Canadian  side,  interferes  with 
the  navigable  capacity  of  the  river,  or  its  proper  volume  as  a 
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boundary  stream,  or  its  sufficiency  as  a  means  of  national  defence, 
or  the  scenic  grandeur  of  the  falls. 

The  bill  further  empowers  the  Secretary  of  War  to  revoke  per¬ 
mits  issued  when  satisfied  that  the  water  diverted  for  power  pur¬ 
poses  is  not  being  utilized  to  its  full  or  proper  standard  of  effi¬ 
ciency,  as  prescribed  by  him,  or  that  the  public  interests  are  not 
being  properly  conserved  or  protected.  There  are  other  provisions 
of  the  bill  affecting  this  power  granted  in  detail  and  dealing  with 
the  transmission  of  electrical  power  into  this  country  from  Canada. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Legislature  to  the  features  that  I 
have  above  outlined  as  showing  the  general  purpose  of  this  legisla¬ 


tion.  It  is  practically  the  same  as  the  Burton  Act,  passed  by  Con¬ 
gress  in  1900,  which  has  expired.  I  think  it  clearly  transgresses 
the  legal  rights  of  the  State  in  all  of  the  particulars  to  which  I 
have  above  called  your  attention,  and  which  give  the  substance  of 
the  bill.  It  is  an  assertion  of  Federal  ownership  and  control  of  the 
waters  of  A  iagara  river.  The  same  right  would  extend  to  the 
St.  Lawrence  river,  and,  if  the  principle  be  correct,  namely : 
that  the  Federal  government  has  power  to  control  the  diversion 
of  water  from  navigable  streams,  it  would  also  extend  to  the 
H  udscn,  Mohawk  and  other  navigable  rivers  within  the  State. 


The  power  must  be  derived,  if  at  all,  from  the  Federal  Con¬ 
stitution.  The  only  power  there  found  which  can  justify  the 
exercise  of  any  such  governmental  function  is  in  subdivision  3 
of  section  8  of  Article  I,  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  which  gives 
Congress  the  right  “  to  regulate  commerce  with  the  various  na- 
tions  and  among  the  several  states  and  with  the  Indian  tribes/’ 

*  This  section  is  authority,  of  course,  for  the  control  of  navigable 
streams  to  the  extent  of  preserving  their  navigability  in  the  in¬ 
terests  of  commerce.  This,  is  the  only  interference  justified  by 
the  Constitution.  It  will  be  seen  that  the  bill  in  question  is  not 
based  upon  this  power,  and  does  not  undertake  to  exercise  it,  but 
is  based  upon  the  assumption  that  the  Federal  government  has 
the  ownership  of  navigable  streams,  especially  border  streams, 
and  has  the  right  to  determine  not  only  the  extent  to  which  the 
diversion  of  water  may  be  permitted,  but  the  use  to  which  it  may 
he  put,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  may  be  used. 

Tn  1911  I  appeared  before  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee, 
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which  had  a  similar  bill  before  it,  and  with  members  of  the  Con¬ 
servation  Commission  opposed  this  principle  and  asserted  the 
right  of  the  State  to  enjoy,  own  and  control,  as  an  asset  of  the 
State,  the  waters  of  Niagara  river  up  to  the  limit  of  the  amount 
permitted  to  be  diverted  by  treaty  with  Canada,  namely:  20,000 
cubic  feet  per  second. 

In  1013  a  similar  bill  was  introduced.  Senator  O’Gorman 
appeared  with  members  of  the  Conservation  Commission  and  my¬ 
self  before  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  and  opposed  its 
passage.  That  bill  also  failed. 

When  I  appeared  before  the  Committee  in  1911  I  left  with  it 
a  bill  which  I  had  prepared  providing  that  the  State  of  New 
York  be  permitted  to  control  the  diversion  of  the  20,000  cubic 
feet  per  second,  permitted  under  the  treaty  with  Canada. 

Congress  seems  to  be  steadfastly  opposed  to  the  right  of  the 
State  to  control  or  even  enjoy  the  right  of  control  of  the  waters 
of  Niagara  river,  except  under  immediate  control  of  the  Federal 
government.  I  prepared  and  tiled  with  the  committee  on  each 
occasion  of  my  appearance  a  brief  supporting  the  claim  of  the 
State  as  announced  at  the  various  hearings. 

The  matter  is  important  at  this  time  for  the  reason  that  the 
Legislature  has  recently  appointed  a  committee  to  take  up  an 
investigation  of  this  matter.  That  committee  has  already  appeared 
before  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  and  is  to  be  permitted 
to  appear  again  at  a  later  day  at  which  time  I  also  expect  to 
appear. 

I  believe  that  the  rights  of  the  State  are  ignored  in  the  bill 
now  pending  before  Congress,  for  the  following  reasons : 

(1)  It  is  a  government  function  belonging  to  the  State  of 
New  York  to  conserve  and  make  use  of  its  natural  resources,  in¬ 
cluding  the  water  power  of  its  rivers,  except  to  the  extent  that 
it  cannot  impede  commerce  or  navigation  of  navigable  streams. 

(2)  The  Federal  government  is  not  authorized  to  engage  in  a 
business  of  manufacturing,  transmitting,  or  selling  electrical 
energy,  whether  at  cost  or  for  a  profit. 

(3)  The  Constitution  merely  permits  regulation  in  the  interests 
of  navigation  and  commerce  by  the  Federal  government.  Regu¬ 
lation  does  not  mean  the  appropriation  or  confiscation  of  the 
proprietary  rights  of  a  state  in  its  natural  resources. 
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(4)  In  so  acting,  the  Federal  Government  attempts  to  enlarge 
the  power  of  taxation  granted  to  it  by  the  states.  Such  appro¬ 
priations  of  the  State's  natural  resources  would  necessarily  result 
in  the  dimunition  of  the  taxable  property  of  the  State,  retard  its 
commercial  and  material  prosperity  and  lacks  the  uniformity 
required  in  all  systems  of  Federal  taxation. 

(5)  The  Commerce  Clause  of  the  United  States  Constitution 
in  no  way  authorizes  the  appropriation  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  State's  natural  resources.  It  merely  permits  regu¬ 
lation  of  navigable  waters  to  the  extent  necessary  and  requisite 
to  advance  and  promote  commerce  and  navigation.  For  reim¬ 
bursement  to  the  National  Government  for  such  improvement, 
the  States  have  granted  to  the  Federal  Government  a  limited 
power  of  taxation. 

(0)  The  contemplated  confiscation  of  State  property  can  not 
be  justified  as  an  act  of  conservation  of  natural  resources  by  the 
Federal  Government.  The  Federal  Government  is  limited  in 
its  policy  of  conservation  to  conserving  the  national  public  domain. 
The  territory  within  the  geographical  limits  of  the  state,  not 
ceded  or  owned  by  the  United  States,  must  be  conserved  by  a 
policy  inaugurated  by  and  through  means  employed  by  the  re¬ 
spective  states  and  not  by  the  Federal  Government. 

(7)  The  contemplated  appropriation  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  shows  an  entire  disregard  for  state  rights  in  that  it  arro¬ 
gates  to  the  Federal  Government  the  State's  sovereign  and  pro¬ 
prietary  rights  and  attempts,  by  unconstitutional  legislation,  to 
limit  the  full  ownership  and  control  which  exclusively  belong 
to  the  State,  subject  only  to  the  paramount  right  of  the  Federal 
Government  to  regulate  commerce. 


CLAIMS  AGAINST  THE  STATE  GROWING  OUT  OF  THE 
CONSTRUCTION  OF  THE  BARGE  CANAL. 

In  my  last  annual  report  I  called  the  attention  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  to  the  accumulation  of  claims  against  the  State  growing 
principally  out  of  the  construction  of  the  Barge  Canal,  and 
recommending  that  the  Legislature  amend  chapter  229  of  the 
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Laws  of  1911  so  as  to  direct  that  the  claims  for  damage  to  power 
rights  and  claims  for  damage  arising  under  contract  for  Barge 
Canal  construction  and  other  similar  and  difficult  cases  should  be 
referred  on  motion  to  the  judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  retiring 
on  January  1,  1913,  by  virtue  of  the  age  limit.  This  recommenda¬ 
tion  was  not  approved  of  by  the  Legislature.  The  object  of  it, 
however,  was  accomplished  by  stipulation  between  the  attorneys 
representing  claimants  and  this  office,  pursuant  to  which  a  num¬ 
ber  of  cases  were  referred  to  Judge  Irving  D.  Vann  and  to  Judge 
Albert  Haight,  each  having  filed  his  certificate  expressing  his 
willingness  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  upon  retiring  judges 
of  the  Court  of  Appeals  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of  1911.  The 
cases  referred  were  cases  involving  damage  to  water  power  and 
damages  arising  under  contract  and  other  similar  complicated 
cases.  This  practice  has  resulted  in  greatly  relieving  the  Board 
of  Claims  from  the  congested  condition  in  that  Board  and  also 
in  substantially  reducing  the  claims  on  file  against  the  State.  In 
addition  to  the  cases  disposed  of  in  this  way  the  Board  of  Claims 
tried  and  heard  482  claims,  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  $9,- 
8S1, 997.42. 

Of  these  332  were  claims  arising  out  of  the  construction  of 
the  Barge  Canal,  amounting  to  $9,358,333.73. 

One  hundred  and  twenty-seven  were  canal  claims,  amounting 
to  $336,511.05. 

The  balance  of  the  claims  were  those  arising  from  personal 
injury  and  other  sources. 

Two  hundred  and  seventy-eight  claims  were  dismissed,  amount¬ 
ing  to  $1,984,707.57. 

Last  year  the  number  disposed  of  by  the  Board  of  Claims 
was  387,  aggregating  $3,757,615. 

The  Board  of  Claims  disposed  of  nearly  twice  as  many  cases 
during  1913  as  during  1912.  This  record  is  most  praiseworthy 
and  indicates,  in  a  measure,  the  unusual  effort  which  the  Board 
made  to  dispose  of  the  great  accumulation  of  cases  against  the 
State.  Yet,  notwithstanding  this  record  I  must  again  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  this  subject  urging  that  the  Legislature  give  it  considera¬ 
tion  with  a  view,  if  possible,  of  improving  or  increasing  in  some 
way  the  means  at  present  existing  for  disposing  of  these  claims. 
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During  1912  as  against  387  claims  disposed  of  by  the  Board  of 
Claims,  677  were  filed  during  the  year  or  nearly  twice  as  many 
as  were  disposed  of. 

During  1913,  558  claims  were  filed  as  against  760  disposed  of 
by  the  Board. 

The  following  table  will  show  the  number  and  character  of 
these  claims  and  those  disposed  of  during  the  past  year: 

Per  mane  at  Appropriation. 

One  thousand,  nine  hundred  and  ninety-three  claims  for  per¬ 
manent  appropriation  of  land  have  been  filed,  amounting  to  $31,- 
258,063.77.  Of  this  number  990  have  been  tried.  One  thousand 
one  hundred  and  thirty-three  cases  are  pending,  some  of  which 
have  not  been  tried,  the  balance  having  been  tried  and  judgment 
not  vet  received  by  this  department  from  the  Board  of  Claims. 
Awards  have  been  made  in  650  claims  and  claims  to  the  number 
cf  190  have  been  dismissed.  The  claims  pending  aggregate 
$22,807,076.09.  Awards  have  been  made  aggregating  $2,122,- 
721.59  and  claims  amounting  to  $2,669,324.53  have  been  dis¬ 
missed. 

Water  Power. 

Seventy-eight  claims  involving  water  power  have  been  filed, 
amounting  to  $28,518,730.14.  Six  cases  have  been  tried  and  de¬ 
terminations  have  been  received  in  two  claims  amounting  to  $404,- 
175.40.  Xo  determinations  have  as  yet  been  received  covering  the 
four  other  cases.  Xo  action  has  been  taken  on  the  remaining 
seventy-two  claims. 

Contract  Claims. 

Forty-two  claims  have  been  filed  involving  Barge  Canal  con- 
tracts,  amounting  to  $4,229,709.30.  Of  this  number  twenty-one 
have  been  tried.  Fifteen  claims  are  pending,  some  of  which  have 
not  been  tried  and  some  of  which  have  been  tried  and  judgment 
has  not  vet  been  received.  Awards  have  been  made  in  twenty- 
four  claims  and  three  claims  have  been  dismissed.  The  claims 
pending  aggregate  $1,633,295.70.  Awards  have  been  made  aggre¬ 
gating  $639,852.76.  The  claims  dismissed  amounted  to  $465,- 
402.42. 
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Amount  of  claims  filed  for  permanent  appro¬ 
priation  . 

Water  power  claims . 

Contract  claims . 


$31,258,063  67 
28,518,730  14 
4,229,709  30 


Total .  $64,006,503  11 


Claims  Filed  From  January  1,  1913  to  January  1,  1914. 


Barge  Canal: 

Amount. 

No. 

Permanent  appropriation  . 

.  $11,678,386 

44 

361 

Water  power  . 

.  2,095,841 

24 

19 

Contracts . 

11 

8 

Canal: 

Claims . 

.  80,354 

39 

109 

Personal  Injury: 

Claims . 

.  .  .  .  214,571 

44 

22 

Other  than  Canal: 

Claims . 

.  293,861 

7  6 

39 

Total . $15,531,566  38  558 


This  showing  of  course  exceeds  greatly  any  estimate  made  at 
the  time  of  the  appropriation  for  Barge  Canal  construction.  On 
account  of  this  great  and  unexpected  excess  arises  the  failure  of 
the  State  to  provide  adequate  machinery  for  disposing  of  these 
claims.  Had  it  been  known  that  claims  of  this  number  and  ag¬ 
gregating  these  amounts  were  to  he  presented  against  the  State 
as  the  result  of  the  construction  of  the  Barge  Canal,  undoubtedly 
some  adequate  means  would  have  been  devised  for  disposing  of 
them.  As  it  is  there  has  been  a  constant  growth  of  claims  out 
of  all  proportion  to  the  capacity  of  the  Court  of  Claims  and  later 
the  Board  of  Claims  to  dispose  of  them.  Even  the  relief  that 
comes  from  the  distinguished  and  continuous  services  of  the  re¬ 
tired  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  who  at  the  expense  of  much 
personal  convenience  have  practically  given  all  of  their  time  to 
the  State  in  order  to  help  relieve  this  condition,  while  tending 
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greatly  to  relieve  the  situation,  yet  something  more  remains  to 
be  done  by  the  Legislature  in  order  that  the  State  may  give  the 
attention  which  it  is  in  honor  bound  to  give  and  which  a  proper 
regard  for  economy  requires  that  it  give  to  this  subject.  It  may 
be  that  the  claims  could  be  greatly  reduced,  especially  those  for 
permanent  appropriation  of  lands  which  constitute  the  greatest 
number,  namely,  1993,  were  the  State  to  enlarge  and  reconstruct 
its  present  policy  of  appraisal.  I  believe  a  great  number  of 
these  claims  could  be  settled  if  there  were  a  tribunal  such  as 
the  Board  of  Claims  before  whom  the  claimants  and  the  appraisers 
could  go  and  in  a  more  or  less  informal  way  adjust,  if  possible, 
the  differences  between  them,  which  is  usually  only  one  of  value. 
It  seems  unnecessary  to  have  accumulating  hundreds  of  claims 
against  the  State  merely  because  of  the  difference,  .sometimes 
small,  between  the  appraiser  and  the  claimant.  These  claims, 
involving  no  serious  questions  of  law,  should,  I  believe,  be  in¬ 
formally  disposed  of  where  possible  by  .some  tribunal  that  could 
take  up  the  appraisal  of  the  appraiser  or  to  which  an  appeal 
might  be  made  from  the  appraiser’s  report  attacked  without  going 
through  all  the  forms  of  litigation  and  could  reach  a  conclusion 
that  would  do  justice  to  the  claimant  and  to  the  State.  It  might 
be  well  for  the  Legislature  to  consider  the  advisability  of  ex¬ 
tending  the  jurisdiction  of  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
certain  parts  of  the  State  to  such  claims  as  might  be  brought 
before  them  on  motion  of  the  claimant  or  the  Attornev-General 

t/ 

to  be  tried  before  the  court  without  a  jury. 

u  v/ 

The  congested  condition  to  which  I  have  called  attention  will  be 
temporary.  Perhaps  in  five  or  six  years  the  greater  portion  of 
these  claims  will  be  disposed  of.  The  organization  of  an  extra 
permanent  tribunal  will  seem,  therefore,  to  be  unnecessary,  but 
some  temporary  relief  is  urgent.  Some  of  these  claims  belong 
to  poor  people  whose  property  has  been  taken  by  the  State  without 
compensation.  The  method  is  wrong.  Originally  these  claims 
should  have  been  paid  when  the  property  was  taken  and  this 
original  error  has  been  aggravated  by  the  inadequacy  of  the  legal 
machinery  provided  for  disposing  of  them.  I,  therefore,  urge 
upon  the  Legislature  the  importance  of  giving  immediate  con¬ 
sideration  to  this  subject. 
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IMPORTANT  LITIGATION. 

Harry  Ia.  Thaw. 

On  August  17,  1913,  Harry  K.  Thaw  escaped  from  Matteawan 
State  Hospital  at  Beacon,  N.  Y.,  as  the  result,  apparently,  of  a 
conspiracy  participated  in  by  several  men  on  the  outside.  He 
Ted  in  an  automobile  and  entered  into  Canada  from  the  Vermont 
border,  where  three  days  after  his  escape,  he  was  arrested  at  a 
small  town  called  Coaticook,  in  the  province  of  Quebec.  His  ar¬ 
rest  was  based  on  the  charge  of  breaking  prison,  and  on  such 
charge  he  was  finally  remanded  to  the  jail  at  the  city  of  Sher¬ 
brooke,  Quebec.  He  remained  in  jail  at  Sherbrooke  until  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  at  which  time  he  was  released  upon  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus,  applied  for  by  the  State  of  New  York,  represented  by 
Hon.  William  Travers  Jerome,  Special  Deputy  Attorney-General, 
appointed  to  take  charge  of  the  case,  who  was  assisted  by  Hon. 
Franklin  Kennedy,  Deputy  Attorney-General.  Upon  his  release 
from  jail  he  was  delivered  over  to  the  immigration  authorities 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  on  September  10,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  by  the  Inquiry  Board  of  the  Immigration  Department,  he 
was  deported  from  Canada  to  the  United  States,  at  the  border  line 
of  Vermont,  at  a  place  called  Norton?s  Mills.  On  the  same  day 
he  was  arrested  in  Coos  county,  New  Hampshire,  by  the  sheriff  of 
the  county,  as  a  fugitive  from  justice  and  taken  to  Colebrook,  the 
county  seat,  and  lodged  in  jail.  On  September  13,  while  he 
was  confined  in  jail  at  Colebrook,  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was 
sued  out  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  before  Judge 
Edgar  Aldrich,  United  States  District  Judge  for  that  district, 
upon  the  application  of  Thaw’s  attorneys.  On  September  16th, 
at  Littleton,  New  Hampshire,  a  hearing  was  held  on  the  writ, 
which  was  suspended  by  Judge  Aldrich  to  await  the  issue  of  ex¬ 
tradition  proceedings  being  carried  on  before  the  Governor  of 
New  Hampshire,  upon  a  requisition  signed  by  the  Governor  of  the 
State  of  New  York.  During  this  suspension  of  proceedings  in 
the  United  States  District  Court,  Thaw  was  taken  into  the  custodv 
of  the  Federal  Court  by  the  marshal  of  that  court  and  the  sheriff 
of  Coos  county,  under  the  direction  of  the  court. 

On  September  12  extradition  papers  charging  Thaw  with 
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being  a  fugitive  from  justice  and  with  having  committed  the 
crime  of  conspiracy  in  breaking  from  the  custody  of  Matteawan 
State  Hospital,  were  issued  by  Governor  Glynn  of  the  State  of 
Xew  York,  and  filed  in  the  Secretarv  of  State's  office  in  the  State 


of  Xew  Hampshire  at  Concord.  Objections  were  made  before 
the  Governor  of  Xew  Hampshire  to  this  requisition,  upon  the 
ground,  among  others,  that  Thaw  was  guilty  of  no  crime  upon 
which  he  could  be  extradited.  I  p  to  this  time  no  indictment 
had  been  found  against  Thaw  upon  the  charge  of  conspiring  to 
escape,  but  a  warrant  had  been  issued  which  accompanied  the 
requisition  papers,  alleging  this  crime,  which  the  State  of  Xew 
York  affirmed  complied  with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Con¬ 
stitution.  The  Governor  of  Xew  Hampshire  insisted,  before  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  proceedings,  that  the  matter  be  presented  to  the 
proper  grand  jury  for  investigation,  with  a  view  of  procuring  an 
indictment  provided  the  charge  of  conspiracy  should  be  sustained. 
The  matter  was  first  presented  to  a  grand  jury  of  Dutchess 
county  by  the  District  Attorney  of  that  county,  which  after  an 
examination  of  the  case,  found  an  indictment,  a.s  I  am  informed 
by  the  District  Attorney,  and  which  it  afterwards  reconsidered 
and  refused  to  present  to  the  court.  Inasmuch  as  the  crime  of 
conspiracy  was  apparently  partly  committed  in  the  county  of 
Xew  York,  the  case  was  presented  to  a  grand  jury  in  Xew  Yrork 
county  by  Special  Deputy  Attorney-General  Jerome,  and  an 
indictment  found  on  October  13,  charging  Thaw,  together  with 
Richard  J.  Butler,  Eugene  Duffy,  Michael  O'Keefe,  Thomas 
Flood  and  Roger  Thompson,  with  conspiracy. 

Upon  the  finding  of  this  indictment,  new  requisition  papers 

were  issued  by  Governor  Glvnn  based  thereon  and  the  demand 

of  Xew  York  was  renewed  for  the  custodv  of  Thaw  before  the 

*/ 

Governor  of  Xew  Hampshire.  A  public  hearing  was  accorded 
Thaw  and  his  attorneys  by  Governor  Felker  of  Xew  Hampshire, 
upon  this  requisition,  and  on  Xovember  Stli  the  Governor  of  Xew 
Hampshire  granted  the  application  of  Xew  York  for  extradition 
and  issued  his  warrant  for  the  return  of  Thaw  to  the  custody  of 
the  State  of  Xew  York.  Both  Governor  Felker  and  Attorney- 
General  James  P.  Tuttle,  of  Xew  Hampshire,  in  writing  opinions, 
upheld  the  right  of  Xew  York  upon  this  charge  to  extradite 


Thaw. 
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Immediately  upon  the  issuing  of  the  warrant  of  Governor 
Felker  for  the  return  of  Thaw  to  the  State  of  New  York  a  mo¬ 
tion  was  made  on  behalf  of  the  State  of  New  York  to  dismiss  the 
habeas  corpus  proceeding  pending  in  the  Federal  Court.  A  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  upon  this  motion  on  November  18,  and  by  order 
of  the  court,  Thaw  was  retained  in  the  custody  of  the  Federal 
Court  and  the  habeas  corpus  proceedings  were  amended  so  as  to 
permit  an  inquiry  into  the  validity  of  the  extradition  warrant  of 
the  Governor.  The  record  of  the  proceedings  was  ordered  printed, 
by  Judge  Aldrich,  and  printed  briefs  were  requested,  which  were 
to  he  submitted  after  the  record  had  been  printed  by  the  clerk,  at 
such  time  as  the  court  should  order. 

On  December  6,  Thaw  applied  for  bail  before  Judge  Aldrich, 
pending  a  decision  in  the  habeas  corpus  proceedings.  A  hearing 
was  had  on  this  application  on  December  9,  and  on  December 
17,  Judge  Aldrich  handed  down  a  decision  in  which  he  ap¬ 
pointed  a  commission  to  inquire  into  Thaw’s  mental  condition, 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  or  not  it  would  be  safe 
to  admit  him  to  bail.  This  commission,  according  to  the  order 
appointing  it,  was  not  to  call  in  experts  and  was  not  to  have  a 
contested  hearing.  After  an  examination  of  Thaw  and  his  record 
at  Matteawan  and  other  matters  deemed  important  by  the  com¬ 
mission  in  reaching  its  conclusion,  but  without  calling  any 
experts  as  to  Thaw’s  mental  condition,  the  commission  on  Jan¬ 
uary  10,  made  its  report  to  the  effect  that,  whatever  may  have 
been  the  mental  condition  of  Thaw  at  the  time  of  the  homicide, 
the  commission  holds  that  at  the  present  time  he  is  not  suffering 
from  any  of  the  forms  of  mental  disease  alleged  by  the  prosecution 
at  the  time  of  the  homicide  trial,  and  reporting  that  it  would  not  be 
dangerous  or  a  menance  to  the  public  peace  and  safety  to  admit 
Thaw  to  bail. 


I’he  habeas  corpus  proceedings  before  Judge  Aldrich  seem  to 
be  based  upon  an  opinion  that  the  requisition  proceedings  are 
subject  to  judicial  determination  in  respect  to  the  good  faith  of 
the  application,  the  constitutionality  of  the  law  and  the  validity 
and  effect  of  the  judicial  proceedings  of  the  demanding  State. 
Judge  Aldrich,  in  an  opinion  handed  down  upon  the  application 
for  bail  in  this  case  seems  to  have  this  view  of  the  law.  He 
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pointed  out  that  there  were  three  questions  for  him  to  consider 
in  the  application;  namely,  first,  the  good  faith  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  extradition ;  second,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  offense  is 
extraditable,  because  on  the  face  of  the  papers  New  York  is 
seeking  to  have  a  person  extradited  whom  it  was  holding  under 
process  directed  against  an  insane  person ;  third,  that  upon  the 
face  of  the  papers,  the  commitment  and  the  entire,  process  since 
the  verdict  of  acquittal  is  based  upon  an  unconstitutional  statute. 

I  believe  it  is  my  duty  to  point  out  to  the  Legislature  that  this 
proceeding  finds  no  warrant  in  the  law  or  in  the  practice  that  has 
heretofore  prevailed  in  reference  to  extradition  proceedings. 

The  Governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  demanded  the  return 
of  Harry  K.  Thaw  to  the  custody  of  the  State,  by  virtue  of  his 
requisition,  under  Section  2  of  Article  IY  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  [Tiited  States,  which  provides  as  follows: 

‘k  A  person  charged  in  any  state  with  treason,  felon" 
other  crime,  who  shall  flee  from  justice,  and  be  found  in 
another  state,  shall,  on  demand  of  the  executive  authority 
of  the  state  from  which  he  fled,  be  delivered  up,  to  be  re¬ 
moved  to  the  state  having  jurisdiction  of  the  crime.” 


The  requisition  of  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  in 
every  way  complied  with  this  plain  mandate  of  the  Federal  Con¬ 
stitution.  Thaw  was  a  fugitive  from  justice  from  the  State  of 
New  York.  In  escaping  from  Matteawan  he  committed  a  crime 
under  the  laws  of  the  State.  He  was  indicted  for  that  crime  in 
the  usual  way.  That  indictment  accompanied  the  requisition. 
Every  condition  exacted  by  the  constitutional  provision  above 
cited  was  fully  complied  with.  There  was  no  question  left  for 
a  court  to  decide.  A  requisition  is  an  executive  act.  It  is  one 
of  the  functions  of  sovereignty.  It  is  not  subject  to  judicial  re¬ 
view,  except  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  if  all  of  the  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  the  Constitution  are  met.  These  conditions  are 
three  and  only  three:  First,  the  identity  of  the  person;  second, 
the  charge  of  crime  against  him;  third,  the  formal  demand  by 
the  executive  authority  of  the  State  from  which  he  fled  upon 
the  executive  authority  of  the  State  in  which  he  is  found. 
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This  view  of  the  law  is  still  further  supported  by  section  1  of 
article  IV  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  which  is  as  follows: 

“  Full  faith  and  credit  shall  be  given  in  each  state  to  the 
public  acts,  records  and  judicial  proceedings  of  every  other 
state.” 

The  records  and  judicial  proceedings  entitled  to  full  faith  and 
credit  under  this  mandate  of  the  Constitution,  are,  in  this  case, 
the  proceedings  of  the  grand  jury  of  Few  York  county  and  the 
indictment  which  they  presented  against  Thaw.  These  are  en¬ 
titled  to  full  credence  in  every  State  in  the  union.  If  there  be 
any  question  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  grand  jury,  any  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  or  not  the  crime  charged  was  committed,  these 
are  questions  to  be  determined  by  the  courts  of  the  State  of  Yew 
York  and  not  by  the  courts  of  any  other  State  or  any  other  juris- 
diction.  To  hold  that  upon  an  extradition  proceeding,  the  court 
may  pass  upon  such  questions  as  are  outlined  by  the  Federal 
Court  in  this  case,  means  the  nullifying  of  extradition  proceed¬ 
ings  and  the  relegation  of  that  power,  always  heretofore  regarded 
as  an  executive  power,  to  the  courts  as  a  judicial  power.  Such 
a  proceeding  is  open  to  the  further  criticism  that  a  foreign  juris¬ 
diction  undertakes  to  determine  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  party 
accused, —  the  constitutionality  of  the  acts  of  a  sister  State  and 
the  validity  of  the  judicial  proceedings  of  a  sister  State, —  in  what 
must  necessarily  be  an  imperfect  and  inadequate  examination 
of  the  question.  Such  a  course  is  perhaps  more  remarkable  and 
more  open  to  discussion  in  this  than  in  any  ordinary  case.  Thaw 
was  originally  confined  in  Matteawan,  after  being  acquitted  by  a 
jury  under  a  charge  of  murder  upon  the  ground  of  manic  depres¬ 
sive  insanity,  or  paranoia.  This  defense  was  interposed  by  him¬ 
self.  This  was  proven  at  the  solicitation  of  his  friends,  upon  the 
private  records  of  his  family,  upon  the  testimony  of  experts  pro¬ 
duced  bv  himself,  and  after  a  most  extensive  and  able  analvsis 
and  presentation  of  the  questions  involved  in  his  behalf. 

In  four  subsequent  applications  for  writs  of  habeas  corpus  in 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State,  Thaw  has  sought  to  reverse  this 
decision,  which  was  secured  by  his  friends,  liis  lawyers  and  his 
experts  in  his  behalf,  to  shield  him  from  conviction  for  murder. 
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In  each  of  the  four  cases,  the  matter  was  again  thoroughly  and 
completely  examined.  All  that  friendly  experts  could  do  for  him, 
all  that  his  great  financial  resources  could  accomplish,  was  done 
to  reyerse  this  judgment.  These  efforts  were  met  by  all  the  re¬ 
sources  of  the  State  and  no  effort  was  spared  on  either  side  in 
these  four  separate  applications,  to  have  the  question  of  Thaw’s 
mental  condition  thoroughly  ascertained.  The  last  of  these  ap¬ 
plications,  and  one  of  the  most  thorough,  was  in  1912,  before 
Judge  Keogh.  The  efforts  of  the  three  preceding  applications 
were  repeated.  The  matter  was  most  elaborately  tried.  A  hear¬ 
ing  of  great  length  took  place  before  the  court.  The  attempt  was 
made  not  only  to  show  that  Thaw  was  not,  at  the  time,  dan¬ 


gerous  to  society,  but  at  the  time  of  his  conviction  he  was  not 
dangerous  to  society.  The  court  denied  the  application. 

The  matter,  therefore,  of  Thaw’s  condition  has  been  thoroughly 

7  7  O  e. 


examined  five  times,  and  five  times  adjudicated  against  him.  The 
effect  of  the  adjudication  is  to  establish  a  mental  condition  thai 
is  congenital,  that  indicates  that  he  is  a  menace  to  society,  that 
will  grow  worse  instead  of  better,  that  may  be  dormant  indefi- 
nitely  and  may  at  any  time  respond  to  excitement  and  result  in 
the  commission  of  crime,  as  indeed  it  did  result  in  this  case,  in 
the  crime  of  murder.  If  ever  justice  has  been  done  a  citizen  of 
the  State,  it  has  been  done  to  Thaw.  If  ever  a  case  was  beyond 
further  adjudication,  it  is  his  case.  If  there  is  any  finality  at  all 
in  legal  proceedings,  that  stage  has  been  reached  here.  It  is  dif¬ 
ficult  to  look  with  satisfaction  upon  the  contemplated  proceeding 
of  a  Federal  Court  in  another  State,  having  for  its  object  the 


upsetting  of  this  record,  having  for  its  purpose  the  examination 
of  the  validity  of  these  proceedings  and  of  the  constitutionality 
of  the  statute  involved. 

In  making  this  report  to  the  Legislature  I  have  no  desire  to 
in  any  way  criticise  the  proceedings  in  the  Federal  Court,  but  I 
believe  the  case  is  too  important,  that  the  interests  involved  are 
too  sacred,  to  allow  those  proceedings  to  continue  without  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Legislature  to  the  matter.  If  there  be  war¬ 
rant  in  law  for  these  proceedings,  it  is  high  time  that  the  attention 
of  the  legislative  departments  of  the  different  States  should  be 
called  to  it  with  a  view  of  establishing  the  proper  remedy. 
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case  has  been  heard,  this  department  has  persistently  urged  these 
views,  being  guided,  not  with  a  desire  to  persecute  or  oppress 
Thaw,  but  wholly  to  vindicate  the  demands  of  justice.  I  cannot 
but  feel  that  the  delays  in  this  case  have  been  occasioned  some- 

t/ 

what  by  a  very  considerable  public  sentiment  based. upon  sym¬ 
pathy  for  Thaw  and  hostility  to  the  demands  of  the  State,  'in 
making  what,  in  such  quarters,  is  held  to  be  an  unprecedented 
and  unwarranted  demand.  That  sentiment  is  based  upon  a  total 
misunderstanding  of  the  facts  or  a  total  incapacity  to  give  them 
their  proper  meaning. 

If  Thaw  was  not,  at  the  time  he  committed  the  murder,  a 
paranoiac,  he  should  have  paid  the  penalty  which  our  laws  exact 
for  murder.  If  he  was  a  paranoiac,  he  was  properly  excused  for 
the  crime  of  murder  and  properly  incarcerated  as  a  man  dan¬ 
gerous  to  society.  Paranoia  is  the  only  defense  he  interposed  to 
the  charge  of  murder.  If  that  defense  was  false,  he  cheated 
justice.  If  true,  he  is  attempting  now  and  has  attempted,  in 
all  of  his  applications  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  to  cheat  jus¬ 
tice.  The  courts  of  this  State  have  refused  to  regard  justice  as  a 
plaything  of  cunning,  as  something  that  may  be  circumscribed  bv 
ingenuity  or  by  money.  They  have  refused  to  concede  that  there 
is  such  a  defect  in  our  laws  and  in  our  courts,  that  murder  may 
be  excused  by  the  fraudulent  use  of  money  and  the  employment, 
of  expert  and  professional  assistants,  and  then,  that  the  conse¬ 
quence  of  that  excuse  be  avoided  by  admitting  the  original  fraud  * 
or  substituting  another. 


Senator  Stephen;  J.  Stilwell. 

On  April  3,  1913,  the  Senate  of  the  State  adopted  a  resolution 
to  investigate  certain  charges  made  against  Senator  Stephen  J. 
Stilwell  by  one  George  H.  Kendall,  President  of  the  New  York 
Bank  Note  Company.  Kendall  charged  that  Stilwell  demanded 
$500  from  him  for  drawing  a  bill  which  was  to  be  considered 
before  the  Codes  Committee,  of  which  Senator  Stilwell  was  chair¬ 
man.  Also  Kendall  charged  that  Senator  Stilwell  demanded 
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$3,500  of  him,  without  the  payment  of  which  the  bill  in  which 
Kendall  was  interested  would  not  be  reported  out  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Codes  and  the  Assembly  Committee  on  Codes.  On 
April  7  the  Judiciary  Committee  met  for  the  purpose  of  the 
investigation.  Senator  Stilwell  was  represented  by  counsel, 
namely,  Edgar  M.  Wilson  and  William  T.  Byrne.  The  com¬ 
mittee  was  represented  by  me  in  person  and  Deputy  Attorney- 
General  Franklin  Kennedy,  and  George  H.  Kendall  was  repre¬ 
sented  by  Edward  P.  Lyon  as  counsel.  The  investigation  ex¬ 
tended  from  April  7  to  April  11,  1913,  inclusive,  during  which 
time  various  witnesses  were  sworn  both  against  and  on  behalf  of 
Senator  Stilwell.  On  April  14,  1913,  the  Committee  made  its 
report  to  the  Senate,  simply  setting  forth  the  disputed  and  undis¬ 
puted  facts  as  they  were  proven  before  the  Committee.  On  April 
15,  1913,  counsel  for  the  various  parties  appeared  before  the 
Senate  and  made  argument,  upon  which  the  Senate  voted  upon 
the  question :  Does  the  record  submitted  to  the  Senate  by  the 
Committee  establish  official  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  Senator 
from  the  Twenty-first  District  ?  The  Senate  voted  by  a  vote  of 
28  to  21  that  the  record  did  not  establish  misconduct  on  the  part 
of  Senator  Stilwell  and  he  was  exonerated. 

Thereafter  I  forwarded  the  evidence  which  had  been  prepared 
by  me  and  presented  before  the  Senate  Committee  to  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Attorney  of  the  City  of  Hew  York,  Charles  S.  Whitman, 
This  evidence  was  presented  before  the  grand  jury  and  an  in¬ 
dictment  was  found  against  him  for  the  crime  of  receiving  bribes. 
He  was  tried  at  the  Criminal  Term  of  the  Supreme  Court  before 
Judge  Seaburv  and  a  jury  and  convicted.  Deputy  Attorney- 
General  Franklin  Kennedy  attended  the  trial  by  my  direction 
and  assisted  the  District  Attorney  in  the  prosecution  of  the  case. 
Stilwell  was  thereafter  sentenced  to  State’s  prison  for  a  term  of 
years.  The  evidence  which  was  presented  before  the  jury  and 
which  resulted  in  Senator  Stilwell’s  conviction  was  the  evidence 
which  was  gathered  by  this  department  and  presented  before  the 
J udiciary  Committee. 
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Daniel  F.  Cohalan. 

On  June  25,  1913,  the  Governor  communicated  to  the  Legis¬ 
lature  a  request  in  writing  that  investigation  be  made  into  cer¬ 
tain  charges  against  Hon.  Daniel  F.  Cohalan,  a  justice  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  and  for  the  First  Judicial  District,  and  that 
such  action  be  taken  thereon  as,  after  such  investigation,  should 
be  deemed  wise,  proper  and  expedient.  These  charges  grew  out 
of  certain  statements  which  had  appeared  in  the  public  press, 
originally  made  by  one  John  A.  Connolly,  which  thereafter  re¬ 
ceived  the  consideration  of  the  Committee  on  Grievances  of  the 
Association  of  the  Bar  of  the  City  of  Hew  York. 

The  matter  was  referred  by  the  Legislature  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  Senate  and  Assembly.  On  July 
8,  1913,  and  on  subsequent  dates,  this  Committee  met  and,  at  its 
request,  Deputy  Attorney-General  Kellogg  acted  as  its  counsel. 
The  Association  of  the  Bar  of  the  City  of  Hew  York  was  repre¬ 
sented  bv  counsel,  as  was  also  the  respondent  Mr.  Justice  Cohalan. 
Formal  charges  were  filed  against  Justice  Cohalan  in  behalf  of 
the  Association  of  the  Bar  of  the  City  of  Yew  York. 

After  a  full  hearing  in  the  matter,  the  Committee,  on  July  17, 
1913,  reported  to  the  Legislature  that  it  was  the  sense  of  the 
Committee  that  none  of  the  causes  alleged  for  removal  of  the 
respondent  had  been  proved,  and  that  a  case  for  legislative  action 
against  the  respondent  had  not  been  made  out,  and  recommended 
the  proceeding  be  dismissed.  The  report  of  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  was  afterward  carried  by  both  the  Senate  and  Assembly. 


Long  Sault  Development  Company,  v.  John  J.  Kennedy, 

as  State  Treasurer. 

This  case  involved  the  validity  of  the  charter  granted  by  the 
Legislature  to  the  Long  Sault  Development  Company,  by  chapter 
355  of  the  Laws  of  1907. 

On  January  1,  1913,  an  opinion  was  rendered  by  me,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  adopted  March  29,  1912,  hold¬ 
ing  that  the  above  act  creating  the  Long  Sault  Development 
Company  is  unconstitutional  for  the  following  reasons : 

(1)  It  granted  an  exclusive  privilege  to  a  private  corporation. 
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(2)  It  contravened  the  prohibition  against  the  leasing,  etc., 
of  State  land  and  forest  preserves. 

(3)  Its  title  was  erroneous  and  deceptive. 

(4)  A  grant  of  land  under  the  waters  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
river  was  in  excess  of  the  powers  of  the  Legislature  because  the 
State  holds  the  lands,  not  with  a  proprietary  title,  but  as  a  sover¬ 
eign,  in  trust  for  the  people. 

The  Legislature  repealed  the  statute  organizing  the  Long  Sault 
Development  Company  by  chapter  452  of  the  Laws  of  1913. 
Previous  to  the  appeal  and  after  my  opinion  was  rendered  to  the 
Senate,  two  separate  proceedings  were  brought  for  writs  of  man¬ 
damus,  one  by  the  company,  and  another  by  a  taxpayer,  to  compel 
the  acceptance  by  the  State  Treasurer  of  the  sum  of  $25,000 
due  the  State  for  the  year  1912  under  the  act  organizing  the 
company.  The  court  at  Special  Term  denied  the  applications 
pro  forma.  The  Appellate  Division,  after  argument,  denied  the 
applications  on  the  ground  that  the  repealing  act  evidenced  an 
intention  on  behalf  of  the  iState  to  appropriate  the  charter  of  the 
company.  (See  158  App.  Div.,  p.  398.) 

In  both  proceedings  appeals  were  taken  to  the  Court  of  Appeals, 
where  the  cases  have  been  argued,  but  decisions  have  not  been 
rendered. 


The  Halfmoon  Bridge  Company  v.  The  Canal  Board. 

This  action  was  begun  in  1911  and  presented  the  question  of 
the  right  of  the  State  to  take  tell  bridges  where  their  alteration  is 
made  necessary  by  the  construction  of  the  new  canal,  and  con- 
struct  new  bridges  for  the  benefit  of  the  public  rather  than  that 
of  the  owners  of  the  old  bridges. 

The  total  number  of  bridges  affected  in  any  way  by  the  litiga- 
tion  is  very  small,  but  the  interpretation  contended  for  by  this 
plaintiff  would  have  resulted  in  the  construction  for  the  benefit 
of  private  interests  of  costly  new  bridges  in  place  of  old  and  nearly 
worthless  bridges,  and  the  continuance  to  the  private  owners  of 
the  right  to  collect  tolls  for  the  remainder  of  their  several  fran- 
chises.  The  Appellate  Division  in  the  Third  Department  sus¬ 
tained  the  plaintiff’s  contention  and  made  a  decision  under  which 
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the  construction  of  a  very  costly  new  bridge  and  the  giving  of 
it  to  a  private  corporation  might  have  been  necessary. 

This  decision  was  not  appealable  to  the  Court  of  Appeals ;  and 
therefore  a  bill  was  prepared  in  the  Attorney-General’s  office  per¬ 
mitting  .the  taking  of  all  toll  bridges,  the  reconstruction  or  altera¬ 
tion  of  which  was  made  necessary  by  the  new  canals,  and  pro¬ 
viding  that  the  bridges  to  be  built  in  their  places  should  be  free 
bridges.  This  bill  was  vetoed  during  the  month  of  August  upon 
the  ground  that  the  certificates  of  the  presiding  officers  as  to  the 
number  present  in  each  house  upon  their  passage  were  false,  and 
the  bill  was  later  passed  over  the  veto.  The  appropriation  of  the 
Halfmoon  Company’s  bridge  has  been  made  under  the  new  Act  and 
this  appropriation  will  no  doubt  put  an  end  to  the  litigation. 


Visscher’s  Ferry  Bridge  Company  v. 


The  State. 


This  is  an  action  of  the  same  sort  as  that  of  the  ITalfmoon 
Bridge  Company,  and  has  gone  only  so  far  as  the  granting  of  a 
temporary  injunction  against  the  removal  of  the  bridge.  As  soon 
as  it  becomes  necessary  to  remove  or  alter  the  bridge  an  appro¬ 
priation  may  be  made  by  the  Canal  Board,  and  this  action  will 
accordingly  be  terminated. 

O  t_ 


The  Sailors’  Snug  Harbor  Case. 

This  action  was  brought  to  obtain  a  construction  of  the  will  of 
Robert  Richard  Randall,  who  died  in  1804,  leaving  to  certain 
trustees  property  valued  at  $40,000  for  the  purpose  of  founding 
a  home  for  old  sailors.  The  land  devised  to  the  corporation  and 
ever  since  held  by  it  is  in  the  lower  part  of  Hew  York,  and 
while  now  of  immense  value,  is  found  to  be  difficult  to  maintain 
in  a  suitably  profitable  condition  because  of  the  inability  of  the 
trustees  to  develop  it  out  of  their  own  funds  or  to  mortgage  01- 
sell  any  part  of  it. 

It  is  endeavored  by  the  trustees  to  obtain  the  leave  of  the  court 
to  sell  or  mortgage  a  part  of  the  property  and  to  receive  the 
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instructions  of  the  Court  as  to  their  conduct  in  certain  other 
respects. 

A  demurrer  to  the  complaint  was  sustained  at  Special  Term 
upon  the  ground  that  there  was  no  power  in  the  court  to  permit 
a  sale  of  the  property.  This  determination  was  reversed  by  the 
Appellate  Division  in  the  First  Department  and  an  appeal  has 
been  taken  by  the  Attorney-General  to  the  Court  of  Appeals. 


The  Claim  of  the  Cayuga  Indians. 

A  new  phase  of  the  long  standing  controversy  on  behalf  of 
the  Cayuga  Indians  resident  in  Canada  has  been  presented  during 
the  past  year.  In  1780  and  1795  the  Cayuga  IN  at  ion  of  Indians 
sold  to  the  State  their  right  of  use  and  occupancv  of  practicallv 
all  the  lands  claimed  by  them  within  this  State,  and  the  State, 
which  became  the  purchaser,  agreed  to  pay  the  nation  certain 
annuities  which  were  consolidated  by  the  agreement  of  1795  and 
which  amounted  to  $2300  a  vear.  Pavment  has  ever  since  been 
regularly  made. 

It  has  been  from  time  to  time  asserted,  however,  that  as  many 
of  the  Cayuga  Xation  went  to  Canada  after  the  Devolution,  these 
payments  which  have  been  made  to  the  Cayuga  Nation  in  the 
United  States,  have  been  wrongly  made  and  should  have  been 
made  to  the  so-called  nation  in  Canada,  or  in  proportionate  shares 
to  the  Canadian  and  American  Cayugas. 

Upon  the  statements  made  on  behalf  of  the  Canadians,  and 
without  adequate  examination  into  the  meaning  of  the  treaties  with 
the  Indians  or  the  historv  of  the  tribe  or  nation,  the  Land  Board 
made  in  1849  a  somewhat  hasty  report  recommending  that  future 
payments  should  be  divided  among  the  American  and  Canadian 
Cayugas.  Xo  action  upon  this  report,  however,  was  taken.  Subse¬ 
quent  efforts  to  obtain  payment  were  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Canadian  Indians  from  time  to  time,  and  in  1889  and  1890  hear¬ 
ings  were  held  by  a  commissioner  appointed  under  a  special  act 
and  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs.  A  report  was 
made  by  the  Senate  Committee  rejecting  the  entire  claim;  and  the 
matter  was  then  allowed  to  rest  until  in  1898  the  British  Am- 
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bassador  to  the  United  States  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  of  the  United  States  the  particulars  of  the  claim. 

The  standing  of  the  claim  as  a  subject  of  international  con¬ 
sideration  is  based  upon  the  Treaty  of  Ghent,  which  provided  that 
each  of  the  signatory  powers  should  restore  to  the  Indian  tribes 
with  which  they  were  then  at  war  all  the  rights  or  privileges 
which  they  had  enjoyed  in  1811  before  the  commencement  of 
the  war.  Under  an  agreement  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  entered  into  in  1910,  which  provided  for  the  arbi¬ 
tration  of  a  great  number  of  claims  existing  on  behalf  of  the 
citizens  and  subjects  of  the  two  powers,  this  claim  has  been  sub- 
mitted  to  a  tribunal  of  international  arbitration. 

While  the  State  of  Hew  York  can  of  course  not  be  a  party  to  a 
treaty  or  to  an  international  agreement,  nevertheless  the  counsel 
for  the  United  States  has  presented  the  matter  to  the  Governor, 
who  has  called  upon  the  Attorney-General  to  assist  in  the  defense 
of  the  claim.  In  the  preparation  of  the  defense  the  records  in  the 
custody  of  various  State  officers  have  been  resorted  to,  and  the 
answer  of  the  United  States  is  now  prepared.  The  final  argument 
of  the  question  before  the  international  tribunal  will  be  held  in 
May,  1914,  and  a  deputy  from  this  office  will  assist  in  the  presenta¬ 
tion  of  the  case  of  the  United  States. 


People  v.  Guiton,  et  al. 

This  action  was  brought  to  recover  penalties  for  selling  oleo¬ 
margarine  in  violation  of  section  38  of  the  Agricultural  Law.  The 
charge  was  that  the  oleomargarine  in  question  was  made  to  re¬ 
semble  the  natural  color  of  butter  by  the  conscious  selection  of 
yellow  ingredients.  The  particular  provision  of  the  section  which 
the  State  claimed  was  thus  violated  is  as  follows : 

“  Ho  person  by  himself,  his  agents  or  employees,  shall  pro¬ 
duce  or  manufacture  out  of  or  from  any  animal  fats  or 
animal  or  vegetable  oils  not  produced  from  unadulterated 
milk  or  cream  from  the  same,  the  article  known  as  oleo¬ 
margarine  or  any  article  or  product  in  imitation  or  semblance 
of  natural  butter  produced  from  pure ,  unadulterated  milk 
or  cream  of  the  same ” 
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It  was  claimed  by  the  State  and  an  attempt  made  to  prove  it 
upon  the  trial  that  the  manufacturer  by  the  selection  of  ingredients 
obtains  the  resulting  color;  that  he  has  his  choice  of  selecting 
light  colored  ingredients  or  yellow ;  that  if  he  selects  light  colored 
ingredients  lie  gets  a  product  that  does  not  resemble  butter;  that 
if  he  selects  yellow  ingredients  the  product  resembles  some  of  the 
shades  of  butter.  The  trial  court  decided  that  the  proof  did  not 
show  this  conscious  selection.  The  Appellate  Division  reversed 
upon  the  ground  that  the  proof  did  show  conscious  selection.  (See 
210  X.  Y.,  p.  1.) 

The  Court  of  Appeals  reversed  the  Appellate  Division,  holding: 

u  It  is  not  within  the  findings  of  fact  of  the  trial  court,  or 
the  evidence  presented  by  the  record,  that  the  light  shade  of 
yellow  of  the  oleomargarine  in  question  was  caused  by  the 
selection  or  manipulation  of  the  ingredients  in  it  with  the 
thought,  purpose  or  intention  of  giving  it  the  color  of  butter 
or  any  predetermined  color." 

The  court  further  held  that  the  law  does  not  require  that  the 
manufacturer  of  oleomargarine  resort  to  means  of  making  it 
distinguishable  in  appearance  from  natural  butter,  and  interpreted 
section  38  as  not  intending  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  oleomargarine 
where  it  resembles  natural  butter,  if  that  resemblance  results  not 
from  imitation  but  from  a  selection  of  ingredients  disassociated 
with  the  design  or  intention  to  produce  it,  and  that  it  does  not 
compel  the  makers  of  oleomargarine  to  consciously  choose  in¬ 
gredients  having  a  shade  of  color  which  will  not  produce  that  of 
butter. 

This  decision  was  widely  advertised  as  holding  that  part  of 
section  38  above  cited  as  unconstitutional.  It  will  be  seen  that 
the  decision  does  not  have  that  effect,  but  simply  puts  the  burden 
upon  the  State  of  proving  where  oleomargarine  resembles  natural 
butter  that  that  resemblance  is  produced  by  the  intentional  selec¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  manufacturer  of  ingredients,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  producing  such  resemblance. 

This  does  not  differ  materially  from  the  position  taken  by  the 
State.  It  never  was  assumed  in  this  litigation  by  the  State  that 
the  sale  of  oleomargarine  could  be  prohibited  notwithstanding  the 
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fact  that  it  resembles  natural  butter,  unless  it  could  be  shown  that 
the  color  was  produced  by  design  and  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
oleomargarine  on  the. market  in  competition  with  natural  butter. 
It  was  claimed  bv  the  State  that  the  case  showed  the  conscious 

i 

selection  of  ingredients  for  the  purpose  of  producing  a  color  that 
resembled  butter.  The  Court  of  Appeals  held  that  the  proof  did 
not  show  this. 

The  decision  must  he  looked  upon,  however,  with  satisfaction 
both  bv  the  State  and  bv  manufacturers  of  butter  as  being  the 
most  definite  and  comprehensive  interpretation  of  the  statute  that 
has  yet  been  pronounced  bv  the  courts.  There  will  be  less  diffi¬ 
culty  in  dealing  with  violations  of  the  law  in  the  future. 

t  c 


Actions  Against  Realty 


Companies  Cndeji  the  Banking 


Law. 

During  the  year  actions  were  instituted  bv  me  against  the  Man- 
hattan  Mutual  Realty  Company  and  the  Monaton  Realty  Invest¬ 
ing  Corporation,  companies  engaged  in  the  City  of  New  York  in 
the  business  of  making  contracts  with  individuals  bv  which  the 

(  -  t 

companies  agree,  in  return  for  the  payment  of  certain  sums  by 
the  individuals,  to  return  the  sums  upon  certain  conditions  at  cer¬ 
tain  times,  together  with  interest  thereon,  or  a  portion  of  the 
profits  of  the  corporations. 

Many  complaints  were  made  to  me  against  these  corporations  by 
individuals  who  had  entered  into  such  contracts  and  were  unable 
to  get  the  companies  to  perform  the  conditions  of  their  contracts 
or  to  return  the  money  which  had  been  paid  to  them.  The  actions 
were  therefore  begun  upon  the  principal  ground  that  the  conduct 
of  such  business  was  in  violation  of  the  Banking  Law  of  this  State 
and  as  the  companies  affected  were  organized  under  the  Business 
Corporations  Law,  they  had  no  right  to  engage  in  such  business. 

In  an  action  brought  against  the  Monaton  Realty  Investing 
Corporation  by  one  who  had  made  such  a  contract,  a  decision  was 
rendered  by  the  Supreme  Court  which  has  since  been  affirmed  by 
the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court  holding  that  such 
corporations,  in  the  conduct  of  their  business  referred  to,  were 
violating  the  provisions  of  the  Banking  Law. 

2 


34 


Report  of  the  Attorney-General. 


I  expect  therefore,  to  bring  to  trial  as  soon  as  possible,  the 
actions  referred  to  and  actions  against  other  corporations  engaged 
in  the  same  general  business  with  the  ultimate  hope  of  dissolving 
the  corporations  affected  and  the  appointment  of  receivers  of  their 
property,  so  that  whatever  assets  they  may  have,  may  be  properly 
distributed  to  those  to  whom  they  belong;. 

It  is  hoped  by  these  actions  to  prevent  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
ness  by  corporations,  except  those  organized  under  the  Bank¬ 
ing  Law  and  subject  to  the  careful  supervision  and  attention  of 
the  Superintendent  of  Banks. 


People  v.  Steeplechase  Park  Company,  et  al. 

This  is  an  action  in  equity  brought  to  remove  fences,  jetties, 
roller  coasters,  pavilions  and  other  obstructions  across  the  beacn  at 
Coney  Island  adjacent  to  the  amusement  resort  known  as  Steeple¬ 
chase  Park. 

This  case  was  tried  by  Deputy  McQuaid  before  Mr.  Justice 
Benedict  without  a  jury  at  the  June  term  of  the  Kings  county 
Supreme  Court. 

Justice  Benedict  handed  down  his  decision  in  September  and 
granted  the  prayer  for  relief  requested  in  the  complaint  as  to  all 
structures,  excepting  a  boardwalk  on  piles  and  the  jetty  at  the 
westerly  boundary  line  of  the  property  in  question. 

All  the  defendants  except  one  have  appealed  to  the  Appellate 
Division,  Second  Department,  and  the  case  on  appeal  is  in  course 
of  preparation. 

The  Steeplechase  Park  Company  and  the  other  defendants  claim 
a  right  by  reason  of  patents  from  the  State  to  maintain  structures 
to  low  water  mark.  The  question  is  a  new  one  in  this  State  in  its 
present  form.  In  deciding  against  the  defendants  Justice  Bene¬ 
dict  held  that  the  right  of  the  public  to  use  the  foreshore  (that  is 
the  shore  between  high  and  low  water  mark)  for  foot,  vehicle  and 
other  modes  of  travel,  is  a  sovereign  right  and  is  not  destroyed  by 
reason  of  patents  granted  by  the  State  to  individual  owners  of  the 
land. 
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Justice  Benedict's  decision  upholds  the  contention  made  by 
me  that  the  right  to  use  the  land  under  the  navigable  waters  of 
the  State,  including  the  shore  between  high  and  low  water  mark, 
is  a  sovereign  right,  the  fee  to  which  cannot  be  alienated  by  the 
State  by  means  of  patents,  or  in  any  other  way.  For  the  past 
two  years  the  State  Land  Board  has  been  incorporating  in  its 
grants  a  revocation  clause  in  accordance  with  this  construction 
of  law.  This  clause  provides  that  the  State  may  at  any  time 
on  proper  remuneration  to  the  grantee  revoke  any  patent  in 
part  or  in  whole  granted  for  the  use  of  lands  under  water. 
Some  of  the  old  patents,  including  some  of  the  patents  construed 
in  the  Steeplechase  Park  case,  undertake  to  grant  an  absolute  fee  ; 
such  grants  are  now  held  bv  J  ustice  Benedict’s  decision  to  carrv 
with  them  the  reservation  to  the  public  of  the  use  of  the  lands 
under  navigable  waters,  including  the  foreshore,  for  purposes  of 
travel  and  recreation. 


American  Sugar  Refining  Company. 

This  is  an  action  brought  , under  section  1957  of  the  Code  of 
Civil  Procedure  to  vacate  certain  letters  patent  granted  upon  the 
condition  that  the  defendant  erect  a  dock  or  docks  on  the  grants 
upon  the  ground  that  the  defendant  or  its  predecessors  have  vio¬ 
lated  the  conditions  of  said  grants  by  erecting  factory  buildings 
thereon. 

Summons  and  complaint  were  served  on  the  defendant  De¬ 
cember  20,  1913. 


The  Consolidated  Gas  Company  of  Yew  York. 

An  action  has  been  brought  to  recover  the  penalty  of  $100  and 
$10  a  day  for  the  defendant’s  default  in  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  State  Board  of  Tax  Commissioners  for  information 
made  pursuant  to  section  44  of  the  Tax  Law. 

The  action  was  commenced  by  the  service  of  a  summons  and 
complaint  on  December  17,  1913. 
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People  v.  The  Journal  Company. 


This  was  an  action  brought  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
1009  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  to  recover  moneys  which  it 
is  claimed  were  unlawfully  paid  to  and  received  by  the  Journal 
Company. 

From  1895  to  1900,  both  inclusive,  The  Albanv  Even  ins: 
Journal  was  designated  by  the  proper  State  officers,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  82  of  the  Executive  Law,  as  the  State 
paper  for  the  publication,  among  other  things,  of  the  laws  of  the 
State.  It  was  also,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  20  of 
the  County  Law  and  section  48  of  the  Legislative  Law,  designated 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  Albany  county,  as  one  of  the  county 
papers  in  which  to  publish  the  Session  Laws. 

Pursuant  to  these  designations,  The  Journal  Company  published 
the  Session  Laws  but  once  —  that  is,  printed  and  circulated  them 
in  but  one  issue  of  its  paper  and  assumed  to  treat  this  one  insertion 
as  constituting  a  publication  in  both  capacities,  and  accordingly, 
presented  to  the  State  authorities,  bills  for  publishing  the  laws  of 
a  general  nature  in  both  capacities.  These  bills  were  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  paid  by  the  Comptroller,  thereby  effect¬ 
ing  a  duplicate  payment  from  the  State  in  the  estimated  sum  of 


$12,497.10. 

In  August,  1912,  a  suit  was  instituted  to  recover  this  amount. 
The  Trial  Court  dismissed  the  complaint  on  the  ground  that  the 
claims  having,  from  year  to  year,  been  audited  by  the  Comptroller, 
the  State  was  concluded  from  collaterally  attacking  the  audit. 

On  appeal  the  Appellate  Division  in  September  last  reversed 
this  judgment  and  directed  the  entry  of  a  judgment  for  the  amount 
of  the  claim,  not  barred  by  the  ten-year  Statute  of  Limitations, 
amounting  with  costs  to  the  sum  of  $7,049.41,  and  judgment  was 
entered  accordingly. 

The  defendant  has  appealed  from  this  judgment  to  the  Court 
of  Appeals,  in  which  court  the  case  is  pending. 
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People  ex  eel.  Y.  Y.  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Walsii,  Acting 
Comptroller  (“  Sterling  Creek”  Case). 

People  ex  rel.  A.  Y.  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Walsh,  Acting 
Comptroller  (“  Fox  Ridge  ”  Case). 

People  ex  eel.  A.  V .  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Walsh,  Acting 

Comptroller  (“  Clyde  ”  Case). 


These  cases  involve  the  question  as  to  the  amount  of  damages 
or  compensation  to  be  paid  by  the  State  to  railroad  companies 
which  are  required  to  construct  bridges  over  the  new  route  of  the 
Barge  canal. 

At  certain  points  along  the  new  route  of  the  Barge  canal  it 
bisects,  in  the  uplands,  the  lines  of  certain  railroad  companies, 
thereby  necessitating  the  appropriation  by  the  State  of  a  strip 
bisecting  the  railroad  company's  right  of  way  and  the  construc¬ 
tion  by  the  railroad  company  of  a  bridge.  The  iState  is,  of 
co,urse,  obliged  to  pay  the  value  of  the  property  so  taken,  and  the 
question  arises  what,  in  such  cases,  is  the  value  of  the  bisecting 
strip. 


The  “  Sterling  Creek  "  case,  so-called,  grew  out  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  a  parcel  of  land  in  the  Town  of  Schuyler,  County  of 
Herkimer,  bisecting  the  main  line  of  the  Yew  York  Central  & 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  necessitating  the  building  of  a 
bridge.  The  Special  Examiner  and  Appraiser  of  Canals,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  chapter  195  of  the  Laws  of  1908,  entered 
into  a  contract  with  the  railroad  company  fixing  the  value  of  the 
property  appropriated,  at  the  sum  of  $352,993.50,  and  provided 
for  the  conveyance  by’  the  State  to  the  railroad  company  of  a 
permanent  easement  over  the  appropriated  parcel  and  of  certain 
lateral  strips  necessary  for  the  building  of  additional  tracks  at 
this  location. 

Included  in  the  item  of  money  damages  was  the  estimated  cost 
of  constructing  a  six  main  track  bridge  substructure  and  super¬ 
structure,  although  the  railroad  company  was  operating  only  a 
four  main  track  route  at  the  time,  and  a  sum  which,  when  in¬ 
vested  was  deemed  sufficient  to  maintain  the  same  in  perpetuity, 
and  certain  other  sums  for  legal  expenses  in  connection  with  the 


38 


Report  of  the  Attorney-General. 


adjustment  of  its  claim  against  the  State,  and  for  engineering 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  construction  of  the  bridge. 

The  Canal  Board,  unaware  of  the  inclusion  of  these  items, 
approved  the  contract,  but  later  on,  discovering  the  facts,  rescinded 
the  resolution  of  approval  and  insisted  upon  the  elimination  of 
these  objectionable  items.  This  the  railroad  company  refused  to 
do  and  procured  at  Special  Term  a  writ  of  mandamus  commanding 
the  Comptroller  to  pay  to  it  the  amount  contracted  to  he  paid  as 
aforesaid. 

On  appeal,  the  Appellate  Division,  while  not  passing  upon  the 
validity  of  the  aforesaid  disputed  cash  items,  reversed  the  order 
for  the  writ  on  the  ground  that  the  Special  Examiner  and  Ap¬ 
praiser  had  exceeded  his  powers  in  providing  for  the  delivery  by 
the  State  to  the  railroad  company  of  the  conveyances  aforesaid. 

An  appeal  is  about  to  be  taken  to  the  Court  of  Appeals. 

The  contract  in  the  a  Fox  Ridge  "  case  provided  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  sum  of  $1,011,277.43,  and  the  <£  Clyde  "  contract  for 
the  payment  of  the  sum  of  $215,943.91.  Writs  were  likewise 
obtained  in  these  cases  which  involve  similar  principles  to  those 
presented  in  the  “  Sterling  Creek  "  case. 

The  orders  for  the  writs  in  all  three  cases  have  been  reversed, 
and  as  the  cases  now  stand  the  contracts  are  disapproved  and 
relators  obliged  to  establish  the  amount  of  their  claims  in  the 
Board  of  Claims. 


William  T.  Finch  and  Ray  Finch,  Etc.,  Doing  Business 
Under  the  Firm  Xame  of  the  Finch  Chemical  Company 
v.  State  of  Xew  York. 


This  claim  was  presented  against  the  State  in  the  sum  of 
$250,000  for  the  permanent  appropriation  of  lands  for  the  Barge 
Canal,  consisting  of  about  9G  acres  in  the  towns  of  Russia  and 
Ohio,  county  of  Herkimer. 


By  stipulation  the  claim  was  referred  to  Hon.  Irving  G.  \  aim, 
official  referee.  The  case  has  been  tried  before  said  referee  and 
he  has  made  his  decision  awarding  claimants  the  sum  of  $75,000. 
The  claimants  owned  a  factory  in  which  various  products  of 
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wood  were  manufactured.  This  factory,  the  land  upon  which  it 
stood  and  adjoining  lands  were  appropriated  by  the  State  and 
the  claimants,  who  owned  about  4,500  acres  of  timber  lands  not 
appropriated,  contended  that  they  were  not  only  damaged  to  the 
extent  of  the  value  of  the  factory  and  lands  taken,  but  also  to  the 
enhanced  value  thereof  by  reason  of  the  ownership  of  said  wood 
suitable  for  use  in  the  factory.  The  referee  determined  the  actual 
value  of  the  property  taken  to  be  $60,000  and  allowed  in  addition 
the  sum  of  $15,000  for  the  depreciation  of  the  value  of  the  timber 
lands  not  taken. 


People  ex  rel.  Noyes  v.  William  Sohmer,  as  Comptroller, 

Etc. 

This  case  has  to  do  with  chapter  186  of  the  Laws  of  1910,  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  refund  of  stock  transfer  taxes  erroneously  paid. 

Previously  to  May  11,  1906,  the  Tax  Law  imposed  a  tax  on 
all  sales  and  transfers  of  stock  at  the  rate  of  “  Two  cents  on  each 
one  hundred  dollars  of  face  value  or  fraction  thereof."  On  that 
day  chapter  414  of  the  Laws  of  1906,  which  fixed  the  tax  at 
the  rate  of  “  Two  cents  on  each  share  of  one  hundred  dollars  of 
face  value  or  fraction  thereof,"  took  effect,  but  later  in  the  case 
of  People  ex  rel.  Farrington  v.  Mensching,  187  X.  Y.  8,  it  was 
declared  to  be  unconstitutional.  In  the  interim  various  parties 
paid  the  excessive  taxes  provided  for  by  chapter  414.  In  order  to 
permit  the  recovery  of  the  excess,  chapter  186  of  the  Laws  of 
1910  was  enacted.  It  provided,  in  substance,  for  the  repayment 
of  the  excess  to  those  who  had  sustained  loss,  as  a  result  of  the 
erroneous  fixing,  provided  they  filed  their  claims  with  the  Board 
of  Claims  within  ninety  days  from  the  date  of  the  rejection  of 
their  claims  by  the  Comptroller. 

Pursuant  to  this  statute,  chapter  416,  persons,  mostly  brokers, 
in  July,  1910,  filed  with  the  Comptroller  claims  aggregating  the 
sum  of  $645,735.65.  These  claims  the  Comptroller  refused  to 
allow,  and  in  August,  1910,  returned  the  same  to  the  claimants. 

Most  of  the  claimants  slept  on  their  rights  until  June,  1913, 
when  this  test  case  was  instituted. 
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Relator  applied  for  a  writ  of  mandamus  which  was  opposed  on 
the  grounds  that  claimants,  being  brokers,  were  not  parties  sus¬ 
taining  any  loss  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute;  that  the  Comp¬ 
troller  having  rejected  the  claims  in  1910,  their  claims  were 
barred  bv  the  statute;  and  that  claimants  had  been  guilty  of  inex- 
disable  laches. 

The  Special  Term  granted  the  order  for  a  writ,  however,  which 
order  has  been  affirmed  by  the  Appellate  Division.  Recently,  an 
appeal  has  been  taken  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  but  has  not  as  yet 
been  argued. 


Tracey  Development  Co.  v.  Becker,  People  of  the  State 

of  New  York  et  al. 

The  question  presented  in  this  case  is  somewhat  novel.  Plain¬ 
tiff,  a  riparian  owner  on  the  Seneca  Outlet,  brought  an  action 
against  various  other  riparian  owners  to  “  partition  "  the  water 
rights  and  privileges  pertaining  to  the  Seneca  Outlet  and  the 
State  dam  at  Waterloo,  and  made  the  State  a  party-defendant 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  1594  of  the  Code  of  Civil 
Procedure. 

From  the  complaint  it  appears  that  the  parties  to  the  action 
own  no  real  estate  in  common  or  joint  tenancy,  other  than  these 
water  rights  and  the  complaint  prays  merely  that  the  rights  of 
the  parties  in  and  to  such  water  power  be  determined,  adjudged 
and  defined  in  terms  of  horse  power  potentiality,  or  otherwise; 
and  that  an  injunction  issue  to  compel  the  recognition  of  such 
rights  as  so  determined. 

The  State  claiming  that  the  subject-matter  of  the  action  was 
not  real  property,  nor  held  in  common  nor  joint  tenancy,  and 
that  this  was  not  an  action  for  partition  within  the  meaning  of 
Code,  section  1594  and  accordingly,  that  the  State  was  immune 
from  suit  in  such  an  action,  interposed  a  demurrer  on  the  ground 
that  the  court  had  no  jurisdiction  of  it  as  a  defendant. 

The  Special  Term  overruled  the  demurrer  and  the  Appellate 
Division  has  affirmed  its  action  and  an  appeal  is  about  to  be  taken 
by  the  State  to  the  Court  of  Appeals,  provided  leave  to  appeal  can 
he  obtained. 
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West  Virginia  Pulp  and  Paper  Co.  v.  Duncan  W.  Peck,  as 
Superintendent  of  Public  Works. 

This  case  involves  the  question  of  the  nature  of  the  State’s  title 
to  the  bed  and  waters  of  the  Hudson  river. 

By  Chapter  406  of  the  Laws  of  1882,  and  Chapter  683  of  the 
Laws  of  1900,  the  Legislature  granted  to  plaintiff  or  its  prede¬ 
cessors  in  title  the  right  to  construct  and  maintain  a  dam  across 
the  Hudson  river  at  Aleclianicville,  and  in  terms  released  to  it  its 
interest  in  the  land  under  the  waters  of  the  river  covered  by  the 
dam. 

Subsequently,  the  State,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Barge 
Canal  Law,  proceeded  to  canalize  the  river  at  this  point,  and  in  so 
doing  constructed  a  lift-lock  through  the  head  of  plaintiff’s  dam. 
Thereafter,  plaintiff  placed  on  the  dam,  dashboards.  The  Super¬ 
intendent  of  Public  Works,  claiming  that  the  continuance  of  these 
dashboards  would  seriously  interfere  with  the  operation  of  the 
lock  and  the  navigation  of  the  canal,  summarily  removed  the  same, 
whereupon  the  owner  thereof  instituted  this  action  for  an  injunc¬ 
tion  and  applied  for  an  injunction  'pendente  lite ,  which  squarely 
raised  the  question  of  the  State’s  rights.  Air.  Justice  Van  Kirk, 
in  an  able  and  well-considered  opinion  (82  Alisc.  73),  held 
that  the  title  to  the  bed  of  the  Hudson  river  was  in  the  State,  and 
not  in  riparian  owners;  that  it  is  held  bv  the  State  as  a  sovereign 
in  trust  for  the  People;  that  while  it  might,  by  legislative  act, 
convey  its  proprietary  title  thereto,  its  sovereign  right  it  could 
not  alienate;  that  with  every  such  grant  there  is  impliedly 
reserved  to  the  State  its  inalienable  right  to  exercise  its  sovereign 
power  to  improve  navigation  whenever  occasion  therefor  may 
arise,  from  whence  it  followed  that  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Works  was  justified  in  removing  the  offending  structures. 

From  this  order  no  appeal  has  been  taken  and  the  case  has  not 
as  vet  been  reached  for  trial. 
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Granby  Pulp  &  Paper  Co.  v.  Duncan  W.  Peck,  as  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Public  Works. 

The  questions  involved  in  this  action  are  quite  similar  to  those 
involved  in  the  last-mentioned  case. 

Plaintiff  owns  and  maintains  on  the  land  owned  by  it  in  the 
bed  of  the  Oswego  river,  on  the  westerly  side  thereof,  and  imme¬ 
diately  below  the  lower  Fulton  dam,  a  race,  and  a  wall  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  race  from  the  waters  of  the  river. 

The  State  having,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Barge 
Canal  Law,  canalized,  that  is,  constructed  the  Barge  Canal  in  the 
bed  of  the  river,  opposite  the  dike  of  the  plaintiff,  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Public  Works  reported  that  plaintiff's  dike,  if  main¬ 
tained  at  its  present  elevation,  would  interfere  with  the  State’s 
structure  and  the  navigation  of  the  canal,  and  accordingly,  noti¬ 
fied  plaintiff  that  unless  it  altered  its  wall  to  meet  Barge  Canal 
requirements  within  a  given  time,  he  would  make  the  necessary 
changes,  whereupon  plaintiff  brought  this  action  to  enjoin  the 
Superintendent,  thus  raising  the  question  whether  the  reserved 
right  of  the  State  to  improve  rivers  navigable  in  fact  extends  to 
the  portions  of  such  rivers  where  waterfalls  or  other  natural  ob¬ 
structions  occur  which  render  it  at  such  places  noil-navigable, 
and  whether  the  Barge  Canal  is  to  lie  deemed  an  improvement 
of  such  waterways  within  the  reserved  right  of  the  State. 

The  case  is  now  at  issue  and  awaiting  trial,  and  a  motion  is 
pending  for  an  injunction  pendente  lite,  but  no  decision  has  as 
vet  been  had. 


Pratt  v.  State. 

In  this  case,  which  is  being  tried  before  former  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  Judge,  Hon.  Albert  Haight,  as  a  referee  to  hear  and  de¬ 
termine,  claimants  seeks  to  recover  of  the  State  the  sum  of  over 
three  million  dollars  for  their  alleged  water  power  rights  which  it 
is  claimed  have  been  appropriated  bv  the  State  in  connection  with 
the  building  of  the  Barge  Canal,  the  property  being  situated  on 
the  east  end  of  the  Battle  Island  dam  on  the  Oswego  river.  The 
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head  created  by  this  dam  will  be  Hooded  out  by  the  new  Minetto 
dam  to  be  erected  north  of  this  point. 

Numerous  hearings  have  been  had  and  the  trial  is  now  drawing 
to  a  close. 

Numerous  important  questions  of  law,  bearing  upon  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  title  of  riparian  owners  and  of  their  right  to 
the  use  of  the  waters  of  the  Oswego  river  and  of  the  power  created 
by  State  dams  and  as  to  the  effect  upon  those  rights  of  the  de¬ 
struction  of  their  power  by  the  canalization  of  the  river  adjacent 
to  their  premises,  are  involved,  as  well  as  the  question  of  the 
market  value  of  such  water  powers  and  the  measure  of  value  in 
such  cases. 


Oswego  Falls  Pulp  and  Paper  Co.  v.  State. 

This  is  a  claim  pending  in  the  Board  of  Claims  in  which  the 
claimant  seeks  to  recover  the  sum  of  $2,000,1)00  for  land  and  water 
rights  on  the  east  side  of  the  Oswego  river,  in  the  city  of  Fulton, 
which  it  is  claimed  the  State  appropriated  or  destroyed  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  building  of  the  Barge  Canal.  The  question  of 
the  title  of  the  claimant  and  of  the  extent  of  the  appropriation 
was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  but  no  formal  determination 
made  before  that  court  was  abolished,  although  findings  were 
handed  down  by  Judge  Rodenbeck  to  the  effect,  among  other 
things,  that  the  State  had  appropriated  this  valuable  water  right. 
I  f  this  finding  should  be  sustained  the  State  will  probably  be 
obliged  to  pay  a  large  sum  of  money  for  water  power,  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  which  for  Barge  Canal  purposes  is  wholly  unnecessary. 

Such  being  the  facts,  the  claimants  have  made  certain  proposi¬ 
tions  to  the  State  looking  to  a  retention  by  them  of  their  water 
powers  and  a  compromise  settlement  of  their  claim,  and  action  1 
recently  been  taken  by  the  Canal  Board  in  an  endeavor  to  exempt 
such  water  rights  from  the  appropriations  already  made. 

If  the  proposition  made  by  the  claimant  in  this  case  meets 
with  the  approval  of  the  proper  State  officers,  this  claim  may,  I 
think,  be  disposed  of  advantageously  to  the  State. 
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PROCEEDINGS  AND  ACTIONS  FOR  THE  RECOVERY 
OF  MORTGAGE  TAXES  DUE  UNDER  THE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATE  SECTIONS  OF  THE  TAX  LAW. 


People  of  the  State  of  New  York  ex  eel.  American  Ice 
Company  v.  State  Board  of  Tax  Commissioners. 

This  was  a  certiorari  proceeding  brought  by  the  American 
Ice  Company  to  review  the  imposition  of  a  mortgage  tax  imposed 
on  recording*  of  a  mortgage  executed  by  the  American  Ice  Com- 
pany  to  the  Knickerbocker  Trust  Company,  as  trustee,  to  secure 
payment  of  $3,000,000. 

Three  questions  were  raised  by  the  American  Ice  Company  in 
the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Third  Department  :  1.  That  the 
Hoard  did  not  take  into  consideration  the  real  property  in  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania  owned  by  the  Knickerbocker  Ice  Company, 
a  Pennsylvania  corporation,  all  the  stock  of  which  was  owned  by 
and  was  pledged  to  the  American  ice  Company.  2.  That  the 
Board  did  not  take  into  account  the  prior  encumbrances  upon  the 
mortgaged  property.  3.  That  the  Board  did  not  consider  the  value 
of  the  leaseholds  of  the  company  as  tangible  property  in  appor¬ 
tioning  the  mortgage  tax. 

The  Appellate  Division  of  the  Third  Department,  before  whom 
the  proceeding  was  argued,  upheld  the  determination  of  the  Board 
in  regard  to  leaseholds  of  the  American  Ice  Company,  but 
reversed  its  determination  as  to  the  property  of  the  Knicker¬ 
bocker  Ice  Company  of  Philadelphia  and  in  regard  to  the  prior 
encumbrances.  An  appeal  was  taken  to  the  (Yurt  of  Appeals, 
which  court  reversed  the  decision  of  the  Appellate  Division  in 
regard  to  the  property  of  the  Knickerbocker  Ice  Company  of 


Philadelphia,  and  held  that  such  property  was  not  covered  by 
the  mortgage  of  the  American  Ice  Company  and  was  properly 
not  taken  into  consideration  by  them  in  assessing  the  tax  due  from 
such  company. 

Decision  reported  in, 207  X.  \  .  70G. 
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People  of  the  State  of  New  York  y.  The  Trust  Company 

of  America. 

This  was  an  action  brought  in  11)09  to  recover  a  mortgage  tax 
of  $2,000  from  the  defendant  on  account  of  an  advance  made  by 
the  I  nion  Bag  cV  Paper  Company,  under  a  mortgage  which  had 
been  executed  hv  such  company  to  the  defendant,  The  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  of  America,  as  trustee.  This  action  involves  the  consti¬ 
tutionality  of  section  301  of  the  Tax  Law  in  1906  (now  section 
264)  ;  and  also  the  very  important  question  whether  a  trust  com¬ 
pany  was  liable  for  the  tax  under  the  provisions  of  such  section. 
A  demurrer  was  interposed  by  the  defendant  trust  company  to 
the  complaint  of  the  people  and  was  overruled  at  Special  Term. 
The  Appellate  Division  of  the  Third  Department  unanimously 
affirmed  this  interlocutory  judgment.  In  February,  1912,  the 
questions  were  argued  before  the  Court  of  Appeals,  which  court 
unanimously  reversed  the  decision  of  the  Appellate  Division 
(205  A.  V.  74).  However,  the  Court  of  Appeals  suggested  that 
a  right  of  action  might  lie  if  the  complaint  contained  additional 
allegations  in  reference  to  the  certification  of  the  bonds  by  the 
trust  company,  on  account  of  which  the  money  was  advanced. 

An  amended  complaint  formulated  in  accordance  with  the  sug¬ 
gestions  of  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  was  prepared  and 
served,  to  which  complaint  the  defendant  Trust  Company  again  de¬ 
murred.  This  demurrer  was  overruled  by  the  Supreme  Court  and 
a  final  judgment,  entered  for  the  sum  of  $3,544.10.  This  judg¬ 
ment  was  unanimously  affirmed  by  the  Appellate  Division  of  flu* 
Third  Department.  The  Court  of  Appeals  affirmed  this  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  Appellate  Division  by  a  divided  court  four  to  three. 

The  defendant  Trust  Company  has  declared  its  intention  of 
appealing  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Hnited  States  from  this 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeals. 
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People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Frontier  Telephone 
Company  and  Equitable  Telephone  Company  of  New 
York. 

This  was  an  action  brought  in  September,  1912,  to  recover  a 
mortgage  tax  from  the  defendants  on  account  of  numerous  ad¬ 
vances  made  under  a  trust  mortgage  executed  on  March  25,  1902. 
The  Frontier  Company  has  offered  to  settle  for  taxes  on  account 
of  advances  made  after  July  1,  1900,  but  is  going  to  litigate  anv 
advances  made  prior  to  such  date. 

The  same  question  in  reference  to  advances  made  prior  to  July 
1,  1906,  is  involved  in  this  litigation  as  in  People  v.  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  of  America,  supra,  and  the  settlement  of  the  action  is  await¬ 
ing  the  final  outcome  in  that  action. 


P 


F.OPLE  of  the  State  of  New  York 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company 


v. 


AND 


I N  TER-0  CE  AN  TeLE- 
Equitable  Trust 


Company. 

This  was  an  action  brought  in  September,  1912,  to  recover  a 
mortgage  tax  from  the  defendants  on  account  of  numerous  ad¬ 
vances  made  under  a  trust  mortgage  executed  ou  December  30, 
1902.  The  same  question  in  reference  to  advances  made  prior  to 
July  1,  1906,  is  involved  in  this  litigation  as  in  People  v.  Trust 
Company  of  America,  supra,  and  the  settlement  of  the  action  is 
awaiting  the  final  outcome  of  that  action. 


People  of  the  State  of  New  York  y. 
Company  of  Buffalo  and  Guaranty 
New  York. 


A I U  T  U  A  L  T  E  R  M I X  A I , 
Trust  Company  of 


This  action  was  begun  in  November,  1912,  to  recover  a  mort¬ 
gage  tax  on  account  of  advances  made  prior  to  duly  1,  1906,  under 


a  trust  mortgage  executed  July  1,  1904.  The  action  involves  the 
same  questions  as  those  involved  in  People  v.  Trust  Company  of 
America,  supra ,  and  the  settlement  of  the  action  is  awaiting  the 


final  outcome  of  that  action. 
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People  of  tiie  State  of  New  York  v.  Commonwealth  Trust 

Company  of  Buffalo. 

This  action  was  begun  in  November,  1912,  to  recover  a  mort¬ 
gage  tax  on  account  of  advances  made  under  a  trust  mortgage  exe¬ 
cuted  by  the  Niagara  Rubber  Company  to  the  defendant  trustee. 
This  action  involves  the  same  questions  as  the  case  of  People  v. 
Trust  Company  of  America,  supra,  and  the  settlement  of  the 
action  is  awaiting  the  final  outcome  of  that  action. 


People  of  the  State  of  New  York 
Buffalo  Transit  Company  v.  The 
Commissioners. 


ex  rel.  Cleveland  & 
State  Board  of  Tax 


This  is  a  proceeding  of  certiorari  to  review  the  assessment  of 
mortgage  tax  on  the  relator.  The  question  involved  is  whether,  on 
an  apportionment  pursuant  to  section  260  of  the  Tax  Law,  per¬ 
sonal  property  covered  by  a  mortgage  should  he  considered  in  fix¬ 
ing  the  tax  due  from  the  relator. 


CERTIORARI  PROCEEDINGS  TO  REVIEW  THE 
ASSESSMENT  OF  CORPORATE  FRANCHISE  TAXES 
ON  CORPORATIONS  BY  THE  STATE  COMPTROLLER. 

People  of  the  State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  Interborough 
Rapid  Transit  Company  y.  William  Sohmer  as  Comptrol¬ 
ler  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

This  is  a  certiorari  proceeding  to  review  the  imposition  of  cor¬ 
porate  franchise  taxes  on  the  relator  for  the  years  1907,  1908, 
1909  and  1910.  This  proceeding  involves  taxes  amounting  to 
$1,261,235.48. 

Tn  this  proceeding  it  is  sought  to  review  the  second  determina¬ 
tion  which  the  Comptroller  has  made  in  this  matter.  The  Comp¬ 
troller  in  his  first  determination  had  imposed  a  corporate  fran¬ 
chise  tax  on  the  relator  under  section  185  measured  by  all  its 
gross  earnings,  whether  from  its  subway  or  elevated  divisions  and 
on  all  dividends  declared  in  excess  of  4  per  cent.  Che  Interborough 
Company  claimed  it  was  exempt  from  any  such  tax  in  respect  to 
its  gross  earnings  derived  from  its  subway  under  the  provisions 


of  section  35  of  the  Kapid  Transit  Act.  This  determination  was 
reviewed  by  the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Third  Department  (138 
A.  D.  612)  and  by  the  Court  of  Appeals  (200  X.  Y.  93).  The 
(Yurt  of  Appeals  modified  the  determination  of  the  Comptroller 
in  some  respects  and  the  proceeding  was  remitted  to  the  Comp-, 
troller  for  a  new  determination.  A  new  determination  was  made 
by  the  Comptroller  under  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Appeals. 
This  present  proceeding  represents  the  new  certiorari  proceeding 
brought  by  relator  to  review  this  new  determination  made  by  the 
Comptroller.  It  was  heard  by  the  Appellate  Division  of  the 
Third  Department  in  March,  1912,  and  the  Appellate  Division 
unanimously  confirmed  the  determination  of  the  Comptroller  on 
the  authority  of  the  prior  decision  in  the  Court  of  Appeals  (200 
X.  Y.  93).  On  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeals,  the  decision  of 
the  Appellate  Division  was  unanimously  affirmed  and  from  this 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  the  railway  company  has  taken 
an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  This  is  at 
the  present  time  pending.  (The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeals 
is  reported  in  209  X.  Y.  270.) 


People  of  tiie  State  of  Xew  York  ex  pel.  Coney  Island 
Jockey  Club  v.  William  Sohmer  as  Comptroller  of  the 
State  of  Xew  York. 

This  is  a  proceeding  to  review  an  assessment  of  corporate  fran¬ 
chise  tax  by  the  State  Comptroller  under  section  182  of  the  Tax 
Law.  The  Appellate  Division  of  tin1  Third  Department  unani¬ 
mously  confirmed  an  assessment  of  the  Comptroller  with  an 
opinion  which  is  reported  in  155  A.  D.  812.  An  appeal  was 
taken  by  the  relator  to  the  Court  of  Appeals,  which  will  be  argued 
in  that  Court  in  January,  1914. 


People  of  the  State  of  Xew  X  ork  ex  eel.  Mercantile  Safe 
Deposit  Company  v.  William  Soiimer  as  Comptroller  of 
the  State  of  Xew  X  ork. 

This  is  a  proceeding  to  review  an  assessment  of  corporate  fran¬ 
chise  taxes  by  the  Comptroller  under  section  182  of  the  Tax  Law. 
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The  Appellate  Division  of  the  Third  Department  on  review 
confirmed  the  assessment  of  the  Comptroller,  which  decision  is 
reported  in  158  A.  1).  11.0.  An  appeal  lias  been  taken  by  the 
relator  of  the  (hurt  of  Appeals,  which  appeal  is  now  pending. 


People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York,  ex  rel.  American  Bank 

.Note  Company  v.  William  Soitmer  as  Comptroller  of 

State  of  Yew  York. 

This  is  a  proceeding  to  review  an  assessment  of  corporate  fran¬ 
chise  tax  by  the  Comptroller  under  section  182  of  the  Tax  Law. 

This  proceeding  involved  the  rate  of  taxation  applicable  to  cor¬ 
porations  making  or  declaring  dividends  of  less  than  6  per  cent, 
where  their  assets  exceed  their  liabilities  by  an  amount  equal  to 
or  more  than  the  par  value  of  their  capital  stock,  but  where  the 
average  price  during  the  year  was  less  than  par.  The  Comptroller 
taxed  the  relator  at  the  rate  of  one  and  one-lialf  mills  on  each 
dollar  of  its  valuation.  The  relator  claimed  that  this  was  errone¬ 
ous  and  that  it  should  have  been  taxed  at  the  minimum  of  three- 
fourths  of  a  mill  on  each  dollar  of  the  valuation. 

On  review  the  Appellate  Division,  Third  Department,  upheld 
the  contention  of  the  relator. 

An  appeal  has  been  taken  both  by  the  relator  and  by  the  Comp¬ 
troller  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  from  the  judgment  of  the  Appel 
late  Division,  which  appeal  is  now  pending. 


People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  ex  rel.  Joint  a  Lime 
Company  v.  William  Sommer  as  Comptroller  of  the 
State  of  Yew  York. 

This  is  a  proceeding  to  review  an  assessment  of  corporate 
franchise  tax  by  the  Comptroller  under  section  182  of  the  Tax 
Law.  The  proceeding  was  heard  by  the  Appellate  Division  of  the 
Third  Department  in  November,  1913,  and  while  this  report  was 
in  preparation  was  unanimously  confirmed  by  such  court  on  Janu¬ 
ary  7,  1914. 
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The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  ex  eel.  Genesee 
Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  v.  William  Soiimer  as 
Comptroller  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

This  is  a  proceeding  to  review  an  assessment-  of  corporate  fran¬ 
chise  taxes  under  section  182  of  the  Tax  Law. 

Return  to  the  writ  of  certiorari  has  been  filed  and  the  proceed¬ 
ing  is  awaiting  hearing  in  the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Third 
Department. 


People  of  the  State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  Lehigh  Valley 
Railroad  Company  y.  William  Sohmer  as  Comptroller  of 
the  State  of  New  York. 

This  is  a  proceeding  of  certiorari  to  review  an  assessment  of  cor¬ 
porate  franchise  taxes  by  the  Comptroller  under  .section  182  of 
the  Tax  Law. 

The  application  for  the  writ  of  certiorari  is  now  pending  in  the 
Supreme  Court,  Albany  Countv. 


People  of  the  State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  Lehigh  Valley 
Railway  Company  v.  William  Sohmer  as  Comptroller 
of  the  State  of  New  York. 

This  is  a  proceeding  of  certiorari  to  review  an  assessment  of  cor¬ 
porate  franchise  taxes  by  the  Comptroller  under  section  182  of 
the  Tax  Law. 

The  application  for  the  writ  of  certiorari  is  now  pending  in 
the  Supreme  Court,  Albany  County. 


People  of  the  State  of  New  York,  ex  rel.  Lehigh  k  New 
York  Railroad  Company  v.  William  Sohmer  as  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

This  is  a  proceeding  of  certiorari  to  review  an  assessment  of  cor¬ 
porate  franchise  taNes  by  the  Comptroller  under  section  182  of 
the  Tax  Law. 
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The  application  for  the  writ  of  certiorari  is  now  pending  in 
the  Supreme  Court,  Albany  County. 


People  of  the  State  of  New  York 
boat  Company  v.  William  Soiimer 
State  of  New  York. 


ex  rel.  Cornell  Steam- 
as  Comptroller  of  tup 


This  proceeding  involved  the  imposition  of  a  tax  on  the  relator 
under  section  184  of  the  Tax  Law,  which  imposes  a  tax  of  one- 
half  of  one  per  cent,  on  the  gross  earnings  of  a  transportation  cor¬ 
poration. 

The  relator  is  a  steamboat  company  doing  a  towing  business  on 
the  waters  of  the  Hudson  river.  The  relator  claimed  that  inas¬ 
much  as  its  business  was  done  on  Federal  waters  it  could  not  do 
taxed  by  the  State  of  New  York.  On  appeal  to  the  Appellate 
Division  of  the  Third  Department,  the  determination  of  the 
Comptroller  was  confirmed  and  on  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeals, 
that  court  unanimously  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Appellate 
Division.  Thereupon,  the  relator  in  October,  1912,  appealed  t 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Fnited  States,  where  the  proceeding  i 
now  pending. 


o 


People  ex  rel.  Empire  State  Dairy  Company  v.  William 

Soiimer  as  Comptroller. 

This  is  a  proceeding  of  certiorari  to  review  an  assessment  of 
corporate  franchise  taxes  by  the  Comptroller  under  section  182  of 
the  Tax  Law.  The  question  involved  is  as  follows: 

The  relator  was  almost  wholly  engaged  in  pasteurizing  milk 
and  claims  to  he  exempt  from  any  tax  under  section  182  because 
it  is  engaged  in  manufacturing  and  therefore  exempt  under  sec¬ 
tion  183  of  the  Tax  Law.  A  return  has  been  filed  to  the  writ  ot 
certiorari  granted  and  the  proceeding  is  now  awaiting  argument 
in  the  Appellate  Division,  Third  Department. 
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CIVIL  SERVICE  CASES. 

The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  ex  rel.  Charles  F. 

.Murphy  y.  Civil  Service  Commission  of  the  State  of  Yew 

York. 

This  is  a  proceeding  of  mandamus  to  revoke  the  classification 
of  the  position  of  transfer  tax  examiner  in  the  Comptroller’s  office 
in  the  exempt  class,  by  the  State  Civil  Service  Commission.  An 
alternative  writ  was  issued  in  this  case  without  notice,  to  which 
a  demurrer  was  interposed  upon  the  ground  that  it  did  not  consti¬ 
tute  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action.  The  demurrer 
was  sustained  at  Special  Term  and  an  appeal  taken  to  the  Appel¬ 
late  Division  of  the  Third  Department.  The  classification  was 
attacked  in  this  proceeding  principally  because  it  was  claimed 
that  the  commission  had  acted  in  bad  faith  in  making  the  classi¬ 
fication.  The  order  made  at  Special  Term  was  reversed  by  the 
Appellate  Division.  Permission  to  appeal  to  the  (Yurt  of  Appeals 
was  immediately  gotten  from  the  Appellate  Division  on  behalf  of 
the  Commission.  The  Court  of  Appeals,  after  argument,  reversed 
the  decision  of  the  Appellate  Division  and  sustained  the  decision 
made  at  Special  Term.  Permission  to  file  an  amended  writ  was 
granted  to  the  relator  within  twentv  davs  after  the  entrv  of  the 
decision.  However,  the  relator  did  not  avail  himself  of  this  op¬ 
portunity  and  therefore  the  judgment  in  this  case  is  now  final. 


The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  ex  rel.  Richard  S. 
Steves  v.  Edmund  O’Connor,  Commiss  oner  of  Records 
of  Kings  County,  and  Edward  A.  McEvoy. 

'This  was  a  proceeding  of  mandamus  against  the  Commissioner 
of  Records  of  Kina’s  Countv,  asking  that  the  relator  be  reinstated 
in  his  position  as  Chief  Clerk  in  the  office  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Records  of  Kings  county.  The  relator  had  previously  brought  a 
proceeding  to  have  the  classification  of  the  position  changed  from 
the  exempt  to  the  competitive  class  and  was  successful  in  this 
proceeding  (Set1  1(H 2  Report,  \  ol.  1,  p.  Go).  I  he  proceeding 
was  argued  at  a  Special  Term  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Brooklyn, 
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which  granted  a  writ  of  mandamus  reinstating  the  relator  in  the 
aforementioned  position.  An  appeal  was  taken  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Second  Department  and  the 
order  at  Special  Term  was  unanimously  affirmed  December  12, 
1913.  Xo  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Court  of  Appeals. 


People  ex  rel.  Charles  Reich  v.  Mitchell  May,  Secretary 

of  State. 

This  is  a  proceeding  of  mandamus  brought  by  the  relator  ask¬ 
ing  for  his  reinstatement  in  the  position  of  examiner  of  chauffeurs 
in  the  Secretary  of  State’s  office.  The  relator  was  removed  from 
this  position  for  cause  by  former  Secretary  of  State  Lazansky  but 
he  did  not  bring  bis  proceeding  until  the  current  year  against  the 
present  Secretary  of  State.  At  a  Special  Term  of  the  Supreme 
Court  the  writ  of  mandamus  was  denied  and  no  appeal  was  taken 
to  the  Appellate  Division  by  the  relator. 


CONDEMNATION  OF  TOLL  BRIDGES  UNDER  THE 
APPROPRIATE  SECTIONS  OF  THE  HIGHWAY  LAW. 

Ix  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  State  of  New 


York  to  Acquire  a  Toll  Bridge  in  the  County  of  St.  Law¬ 
rence;  Attorney-General  on  Behalf  of  the  State  of  New 
York  and  County  of  St.  Lawrence  ;  Black  Lake  Company. 


This  was  a  proceeding  brought  to  condemn  the  toll  bridge  of  the 
Black  Lake  Bridge  Company  in  St.  Lawrence  county.  The  bridge 
was  appraised,  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  said  act  at  the  amount  of 
$26,752.59.  The  approval  of  the  award  by  the  board  of  super¬ 
visors  of  St.  Lawrence  county  has  never  been  had,  though  the 
bridge  company  applied  to  the  Supreme  Court  for  a  confirmation 
of  the  award  of  the  commission. 

The  State  and  county  opposed  the  making  of  this  order  upon 
the  ground  that  it  should  not  be  had  until  the  board  of  supervisors 
had  approved  ;  that  the  approval  of  the  board  of  supervisors  was 
discretionary,  and  that,  therefore,  if  the  board  of  supervisors 
refused  to  approve,  such  order  would  be  useless  even  if  made. 
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However,  tlie  order  was  made  and  appeal  was  taken  by  the  State 
to  the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Third  Department.  On  the 
appeal  the  State  and  county  not  only  maintained  the  position 
stated  above,  but  opposed  the  granting  of  the  costs  and  extra  allow¬ 
ance  granted  by  the  said  order.  The  Appellate  Division  affirmed 
the  order  of  confirmation  on  October  11,  1912,  and  the  award  of 
costs.  However,  the  extra  allowance  of  $300  granted  to  the 
bridge  company  was  stricken  from  the  order,  upon  the  ground 
that  there  was  no  power  in  the  court  to  make  such  award.  On 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  on  March  18,  1913,  that  court 
affirmed  the  order  of  the  Appellate  Division  but  decided  that  it 
was  discretionary  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  purchase  or 
reject  the  ^purchase  of  the  bridge  even  after  the  court  had  con¬ 
firmed  the  award. 

The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  concludes  this  litigation. 


In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  People  of  the 
State  of  ISTew  York  to  Acquire  a  Toll  Bridge  Across 
the  Hudson  River  Between  the  Village  of  Mechanic- 
ville  in  Saratoga  County  and  the  Town  of  Schagiiti- 
coke  in  Rensselaer  County. 

This  was  a  proceeding  brought  to  acquire  by  condemnation  title 
to  the  above  entitled  bridge  and  its  franchise  rights.  Judgment 
was  procured  adjudging  that  the  condemnation  of  this  property  is 
necessary  for  public  use  and  convenience.  Commissioners  were 
appointed  to  fix  the  value  of  the  bridge  and  the  question  of  value 
was  contested  by  the  bridge  company ;  after  taking  a  great  deal 
of  testimony  the  Commissioners  fixed  the  value  of  the  bridge  at 
the  sum  of  $24,506.92.  After  this  award  was  made  and  before 
the  State  took  title  and  while  the  proceedings  were  pending  before 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  Saratoga  county,  the  bridge  was 
damaged  by  the  March  and  April  flood  in  the  Hudson  river  to 
the  extent  of  some  $6,000.  I  made  application  to  the  Supreme 
Court  to  set  aside  the  award  and  all  proceedings  subsequent  to 
the  judgment.  This  application  was  granted.  (See  Matter  <■ 
Mechanicville  Bridge,  81  Misc.  324.)  The  Commissioners  were 
directed  to  reappraise  the  value  of  the  bridge  taking  into  con- 
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sideration  the  damage  caused  by  the  Hood.  After  the  People  had 
shown  the  extent  of  this  damage  the  bridge  company  decided  to 
repair  the.  bridge  and  did  so  at  an  expense  of  over  $6,000.  The 
Commissioners  have  now  made  a  new  award  fixing  the  value  of 
the  bridge  in  the  sum  of  $24,804.63.  I  moved  for  the  eonfirma 
tion  of  the  report  of  the  commissioners  before  the  Supreme  Court 
which  was  contested  by  the  bridge  company.  A  decision  lias  been 
rendered  confirming  the  award  of  the  commissioners. 


In  tiie  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  People  of  tile 
State  of  Xew  York  to  Acquire  a  Toll  Bridge  Partly  in 
the  County  of  Saratoga  and  Partly  in  the  County  of 
Rensselaer,  Known  as  Union  Bridge. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  to  Acquire  a  Toll  Bridge  Partly  in 
the  County  of  Albany  and  Partly  in  the  County  of 
Rensselaer,  Known  as  the  Cohoes-Lansingburgh  Bridge. 


Proceedings  have  been  commenced  to  acquire  title  to  the  two 
bridges,  known  as  the  Union  bridge  and  the  Cohoes-Lansingburgh 
bridge,  on  the  ground  that  public  convenience  requires  them. 

Application  has  been  made  for  judgment  of  condemnation  and 
for  the  appointment  of  three  commissioners  to  make  appraisals 
and  determine  the  value  of  such  bridges.  The  application  in  each 
case  will  he  heard  early  in  1914  and  the  proceedings  pushed  to 
early  completion. 


ACTIONS  FOR  THE  FORFEITURE  OF  SECONDARY 
FRANCHISES  OF  SURFACE  RAILWAYS  IN  THE 
BOROUGH  OF  MANHATTAN,  CITY  OF  NEW  YORK. 


The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York,  v.  Yew  York  Rail¬ 
ways  Company,  Guaranty  Trust  Company  of  New  York, 
Farmers’  Loan  and  Trust  Company,  Yew  York  Trust 
Company'  and  the  City  of  Yew  York. 


Action  No. 
Metropolitan 


1. —  This  action  was  brought  in  1911  against  the 
Street  Railway  Company,  the  predecessor  of  the 


5(> 


ReCOUT  (IK  THE  A  I  TOIiNKV-(  i  EXEIiAI 


Xew  f  ork  Railways  Company,  for  the  forfeiture  of  certain  of  its 
special  franchises  on  account  of  abandonment  and  non-user,  jiar- 
ticularly  tliose  maintained  for  horse  car  operation.  The  action 
was  split  into  two  actions  by  order  of  the  court,  viz.:  Action  Xo. 
1  and  Action  Xo.  2. 

Xegotiations  were  entered  into  with  the  receivers  of  the  Metro- 
politan  Street  Railway  Company,  Adrian  H.  Joline  and  Douglas 
Robinson  looking  toward  an  amicable  adjustment  of  the  action. 
After  the  sale  of  the  franchises  of  the  Metropolitan  Street  Rail¬ 
way  Company  to  the  Xew  York  Railways  Company  on  fore¬ 
closure  on  December  31,  1911,  these  negotiations  were  continued 
with  the  counsel  for  the  reorganized  company,  the  Xew  York 
Railways  Company.  Finally  on  December  31,  1913,  a  judgment 

was  entered  in  the  clerk's  office  of  Xew  York  countv  satisfactory 

«.  * 

to  the  State  and  the  citv  of  Xew  York  forfeiting:  all  the  franchises 
asked  for  in  the  action.  Franchises  were  forfeited  on  the  follow- 
i  ng  streets : 

Charlton  street  from  Greenwich  street  to  West  street. 

Montgomery  and  Ridge  streets  from  East  Broadway  to  Houston 
street. 

Gouverneur  and  Pitt  streets  from  East  Broadway  to  Stanton 
street. 

Thirty-fifth  street  from  First  avenue  to  Second  avenue. 

Gouverneur  street  from  East  Broadwav  to  Madison  street. 

«/ 

Thirty-fifth  street  from  Third  avenue  to  Lexington  avenue. 

Thirtv-sixth  street  from  Third'  avenue  to  Lexington  avenue. 

Broadway  from  Manhattan  street  to  One  Hundred  and  Thir¬ 
tieth  street. 

One  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  street  from  Broadway  to  Twelfth 
avenue. 

Across  Twelfth  avenue  from  One  Hundred  and  Thirtieth  street 
to  Fort  Lee  Ferry. 

Avenue  C  from  Houston  street  to  1  bird  street,  one  track  only 
of  two  existing  tracks,  reserving  all  the  rights  and  franchises 
to  maintain  and  operate  one  track. 

Montgomery  street  from  East  Broadway  to  Madison  street. 

Houston  street  from  W  ashington  street  to  A\  est  street. 

Across  Division  street  from  Ridge  street  to  Montgomery  street. 
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Thirty-fifth  street  from  Second  avenue  to  Third  avenue. 
Thirtv-sixth  street  from  First  avenue  to  Third  avenue. 


Duane  street  from  West  street  to  Greenwich  street,  the  fran¬ 
chise  for  one  unconstructed  track  only,  reserving  all  franchises, 
rights  and  authorities  to  maintain  and  operate  existing  track. 

Church  street  from  Vesey  street  to  Fulton  street,  the  franchise 
for  unconstructed  track  on  this  street  only  being  forfeited,  reserv¬ 
ing  all  rights,  privileges  and  franchises  to  maintain  and  operate 
the  existing  electric  tracks  on  said  street. 

Ninety-third  street  from  First  avenue  to  Avenue  A. 

Avenue  A  from  Ninety-third  street  to  Astoria  Ferrv. 

West  Fourth  street  from  West  Broadway  to  Wooster  street. 

1/ 

West  Third  street  from  West  Broadway  to  130  feet  caster  I  v 


thereof. 


First  avenue  from  Twfentv-third  street  to  Thirtv-sixth  street. 


West  street  from  Houston  street  to  Chambers  street,  the  fran¬ 
chise  granted  to  the  Houston,  West  street  and  Pavonia  Ferry  Rail¬ 
road  Company  for  a  double  track  on  West  street  between  Houston 
street  and  Chambers  street  only  being  forfeited,  reserving  all 
franchises  to  maintain  and  operate  railroads  in  said  West  street 
from  Watts  street  to  Desbrosses  street,  and  across  West  street  to 
Desbrosses  street  ferry,  and  on  West  street  from  Duane  street  to 
Warren  street,  and  across  West  street  to  the  ferry,  for  one  and 
two  tracks.  No  portion  of  the  franchises  to  maintain  and  operate 
street  surface  railroad  between  said  points  being  forfeited. 

Broadway  from  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fifth  street  to  Man¬ 


hattan  street. 

East  Houston  street  from  Ridge  street  to  Pitt  street. 

First  avenue  from  Ninety-third  street  to  Ninety-sixth  street. 
(The  defendant,  New  York  Railways  Company,  however,  to 
retain  the  right  to  construct  and  maintain  ducts  for  electrical  con¬ 
ductors  in  said  avenue  between  said  streets,  in  connection  with 
the  operation  of  its  street  railroads.) 

One  Hundred  and  Sixteenth  street  from  Columbus  avenue  to 
Manhattan  avenue. 

Lexington  avenue  from  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-first  street 
to  the  Harlem  river. 

X  inetv-sixth  street  from  Lexington  avenue  to  First  avenue. 
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(  I  lie  defendant,  Xew  ^  ork  Railways  Company,  however,  to 
retain  the  right  and  franchise  to  construct  and  maintain  ducts 
for  electrical  conductors  in  the  said  street  between  the  aforesaid 
avenues,  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  its  street  railroads.) 

Avenue  D  from  Tenth  street  to  Eleventh  street. 


The  People  of  the  State  of  Xew  York  v.  Xew  York  Rail¬ 
ways  Company,  Guaranty  Trust  Company  of  Xew  York, 
Farmers'  Loan  and  Trust  Company,  Xew  York  Trust 
Company,  and  the  City  of  Xew  York. 

Action  Xo.  2. —  A  judgment  in  this  action  was  entered  in  the 
Countv  Clerk’s  office  of  Xew  York  county  simultaneouslv  with 
the  judgment  in  action  Xo.  1  on  December  31,  1913.  The  fran¬ 
chises  on  the  following  streets  were  forfeited : 

MacDougal  street  from  Fourth  street  to  Waverly  place. 

Waverly  place  from  MacDougal  street  to  south  of  Christopher 
street. 

Waverly  place  from  south  of  Christopher  street  to  Bank  street. 

Bank  street  from  Waverly  place  to  Greenwich  avenue. 

Greenwich  avenue  from  Bank  street  to  Eighth  avenue. 

Horatio  street  from  Greenwich  avenue  to  Eighth  avenue. 

Thirteenth  street  from  Eighth  avenue  to  Tenth  avenue. 

West  Broadway  from  Third  street  to  Fourth  street,  the  fran¬ 
chise  for  a  horse  track  only  being  forfeited,  reserving  all  rights 
and  franchises  to  maintain  and  operate  the  electric  track  now 
existing  in  said  street. 

Thirteenth  street  from  Tenth  avenue  to  Thirteenth  avenue. 

Eighth  avenue  from  Thirteenth  street  to  Greenwich  avenue. 

Eighth  avenue  from  Horatio  street  to  Thirteenth  street. 

The  franchises  surrendered  in  Eighth  avenue,  from  Thirteenth 
street  to  Greenwich  avenue,  and  from  Horatio  to  Thirteenth 
street,  are  those  formerly  of  the  Metropolitan  Crosstown  Railway 
Company  for  horse  car  tracks  only,  and  the  electric  tracks  now  in 
said  Eighth  avenue  between  said  points  are  not  included  and 
the  right  of  the  defendant  to  operate  the  same  is  not  forfeited. 

Thirteenth  Avenue  from  Thirteenth  street  to  Fourteenth  street. 


Third  street  from  West  Broadway  to  Sullivan  street,  the  uu- 
used  franchise  only  being  surrendered  and  forfeited,  reserving 
all  rights,  privileges  and  franchises  to  maintain  and  operate  the 
existing  electric  track  in  said  street. 

This  concludes  all  the  litigation  at  present  pending  against  the 
surface  street  railway  companies  for  the  forfeiture  of  their  un¬ 
used  secondary  franchises.  Judgments  have  heretofore  been  en- 
tered  against  the  following  surface  street  railway  companies  in 
the  city  of  New  York  for  the  forfeiture  of  their  unused  fran¬ 
chises,  to  wit: 

People  of  the  State  of  New  d  ork  against  the  Dry  Dock,  East 
Broadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company,  et  al.  Judgment  en¬ 
tered  in  1912. 

People  of  the  State  of  New  York  against  Bleecker  Street  and 
Fulton  Ferry  Railroad  Company,  et  al.  Judgment  entered  in 
1912. 

People  v.  Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas 
Avenue  Railway  Company,  et  al.  Judgment  entered  in  1910. 

There  remain  actions  to  be  brought  for  the  forfeiture  of  sec¬ 
ondary  franchises  belonging  to  certain  subsidiary  companies  op¬ 
erated  by  the  New  York  Railways  Company.  These  actions 
will  bo  brought  as  soon  as  data  is  received  from  the  engineer's 
office  of  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Apportionment  of  New  York 
Citv.  However,  the  in  dements  already  entered  substantially 
clean  up  the  unused  franchise  situation  in  the  city  of  New  York. 


Tjie  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  August  Belmont, 
Andrew  Freedman,  IT.  Van  Rensselaer  Kennedy,  Wal¬ 
ter  Luttgen,  W alter  G.  Oakman,  William  Barclay 
Parsons,  John  Pierce  and  George  W.  Young,  as  Trus¬ 
tees  of  the  Creditors,  Stockholders  and  Members  of 
the  New  York  and  Long  Island  Railway  Company  and 
the  City  of  New  York. 


This  action  was  brought  in  December,  1911,  against  the  trus¬ 
tees  of  the  New  York  and  Tong  Island  Railway  Company,  for 
the  forfeiture  of  the  rights  and  franchises  involved  in  the  so 
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called  “  Steinway  "  tunnel.  This  action  was  brought  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First  District. 
An  answer  has  been  interposed  to  the  complaint  by  the  defendant 
trustees.  However,  the  action  has  been  held  in  abevanee  at  the 
request  of  said  Commission  pending  the  closing  of  the  contracts 
for  the  new  subways  in  the  City  of  Hew  York. 


The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 


The  Hew  York 


Parcel  Dispatch  Company. 


This  action  was  begun  in  December,  1912,  to  forfeit  certain 
franchises  which  the  defendant  claims  in  the  streets  of  Hew 
York,  derived  from  certain  acts  of  the  Legislature;  also,  to  for¬ 
feit  a  tunnel  which  the  defendant  or  its  predecessors  built  under 
Broadway  from  Warren  Street,  294  feet  south.  This  tunnel 
stands  right  in  the  pathway  of  the  new  subways  and  at  the  time, 
of  the  beginning  of  such  subway  work,  the  president  of  this 
company  served  a  notice  upon  the  Board  of  Estimate  and  Appor¬ 
tionment  of  its  alleged  rights.  A  request,  was  thereupon  made 
bv  the  Citv  of  Hew  York  to  begin  such  action. 

«.  t 

An  answer  has  been  interposed  by  the  defendant  company  and 
the  action  is  now  awaiting  trial. 


ACTIONS  RELATING  TO  THE  FORFEITURE  OF 
CORPORATE  FRANCHISES. 

The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v.  Arthur  Stilwell, 
Henry  D.  Estabrook,  Matthew  C.  Smith,  L.  K.  Brown 
and  Frank  IT.  Richmond. 

This  action  was  begun  against  these  defendants  on  June  1, 
1912,  asking  that  they  be  enjoined  from  acting  as  the  Metropolis 
Finance  Company,  a  corporation  which  had  been  incorporated  by 
special  act  of  the  Legislature  in  1895,  as  a  trust  company,  with 
extraordinary  powers.  Since  it  had  obtained  its  charter,  it 
had  never  been  organized,  nor  transacted  anv  business.  In  1909 
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an  Alabama  banking  corporation,  the  United  States  and  Mexican 
Trust  Company,  wishing  to  do  business  in  tills  State  without  sub¬ 
jecting  itself  to  the  onerous  burdens  of  domestic  companies,  pur¬ 
chased  the  charter  of  the  Metropolis  Finance  Company  and  pro¬ 
ceeded  to  do  business  in  this  State,  using  the  Finance  Company 
as  its  agent. 

A  demurrer  was  interposed  by  the  defendants,  which  was  over¬ 
ruled  at  Special  Term.  Thereupon  a  motion  for  judgment  upon 
the  pleadings  was  made  by  the  State,  which  was  granted  and  a 
final  judgment  entered.  From  this  final  judgment  defendants 
took  an  appeal  to  the  Appellate  Division,  First  Department.  On 
duly  10,  1913,  that  court  unanimously  affirmed  such  final  judg¬ 
ment.  Ao  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  by  the  de¬ 
fendants. 

People  v.  Interborough  Estates. 

People  v.  Ivissena  Park  Corporation. 

People  y.  Park  Terrace  Co. 

People  v.  Woodside  Heights  Land  Corporation. 

People  v.  Schultz-Gallagher  Realty  Co. 

People  v.  Home  Development  Co. 

The  foregoing  actions  were  brought  at  the  request  of  the  Comp¬ 
troller  to  recover  franchise  taxes  assessed  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  article  9  of  the  Tax  Law. 

In  some  of  these  actions  judgments  have  been  obtained  and  the 
amounts  thereof  collected.  In  some  thereof  executions  have  been 
returned  unsatisfied,  and  in  such  cases  actions  have  been  brought 
to  forfeit  the  charters  of  the  corporations,  as  provided  for  by 
section  203  of  the  Tax  Law.  In  others  either  the  issue  is  not 
joined  or  judgment  has  not  yet  been  entered. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  cases,  complaints  are  now  in  the 
course  of  preparation  in  ninety-seven  similar  actions  brought  to 
recover  franchise  taxes,  provided  for  by  section  182  of  the  Tax 
Law,  and  an  effort  is  to  be  made  to  compel  delinquent  corporations 

4 

to  pay  such  taxes,  together  with  interest  thereon  and  penalties  as 
provided  for  by  law. 

In  this  connection  it  has  been  brought  to  my  attention  that 
corporations,  by  proceeding  under  article  10  of  the  General  Cor¬ 
poration  Law,  which  provides  for  the  dissolution  of  stock  corpora- 


tions  without  judicial  proceedings,  are  able  to  dissolve  without 
giving  sufficient  notice  to  the  State,  among  other  creditors,  with 
the  result  that  all  of  the  assets  of  the  corporation  are  frequently 
distributed  among  stockholders  or  otherwise  without  payment  of 
claims  due  the  State. 

After  giving  the  matter  careful  consideration,  I  am  persuaded 
that  the  provisions  of  article  9  of  the  General  Corporation  Law, 
providing  for  the  voluntary  dissolution  of  corporations  by  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  the  courts  on  notice  to  the  Attorney-General,  provide 
an  easy,  ample  and  sufficient  remedy  for  all  corporations  except 
those  which  have  not  completed  their  organization,  which  cases 
are  provided  for  by  section  220  of  the  General  Corporation  Law. 

People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Home  Safeguard  Inc. 

This  was  an  action  brought  against  the  defendant  by  the  service 
of  a  summons  and  complaint  on  June  26,  1913.  It  was  brought 
against  the  defendant  under  section  131  of  the  General  Corpora¬ 
tion  Law  for  the  purpose  of  vacating  its  charter  and  annulling  its 
existence  for  the  reason  that  it  was  doing  an  insurance  business 
unlawfully  in  this  State,  inasmuch  as  it  was  incorporated  under 
the  Business  Corporations  Law.  The  action  was  brought  at  the 
request  of  the  Insurance  Department  of  the  State.  The  defendant 
defaulted  and  a  final  judgment  forfeiting  the  corporate  existence 
and  vacating  the  charter  of  the  defendant  was  entered  in  the  New 
York  countv  clerk’s  office  on  November  24,  1913. 

i j  ' 


PROCEEDING  BROUGHT  FOR  THE  STATE  PRISON 

COMMISSION. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  State  Commission 
of  Prisons  in  Regard  to  the  Construction,  Manage¬ 
ment,  Etc.,  of  the  Cayuga  County  Jail. 

This  is  a  proceeding  brought  pursuant  to  section  52  of  the 
Prison  Law  against  the  board  of  supervisors  of  Cayuga  county 
and  the  Sheriff  of  Cayuga  county  for  a  writ  of  mandamus  requir¬ 
ing  them  to  remedy  the  unlawful  conditions  which  have  existed 
in  the  Cayuga  County  Jail  for  many  years.  The  law  was  being 


Report  of  the  Attorney-General. 


13 


violated  particularly  in  reference  to  the  proper  classification  of 
inmates,  court  prisoners  awaiting  sentence  and  prisoners  after 
sentence  being  commingled.  Also  no  sufficient  classification  of 
either  minors  or  women  was  made  in  the  jail.  The  application 
was  argued  on  December  29,  1913,  at  the  Rochester  Special  Term 
of  the  Supreme  Court  before  Judge  Rich.  After  hearing  the 
argument  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  the  proceeding 
was  adjourned  to  January  31,  1914,  at  Auburn,  where  the  court 
will  investigate  in  company  with  the  State  Prison  Commission 
and  the  board  of  supervisors  of  the  county  the  condition  of  the 
jail  in  order  that  he  may  determine  what  improvements  are  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  jail  in  order  to  comply  with  the  law. 


OTHER  IMPORTANT  ACTIONS. 


The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  The  Erie  Railroad 


Company. 

Action  to  recover  penalty  for  violation  of  the  eight-hour  Teleg¬ 
rapher’s  Law.  Writ  of  error  served  by  the  Erie  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  from  the  determination 
by  the  Court  of  Appeals  reversing  the  decision  of  the  Appellate 
Division,  Second  Department,  and  affirming  the  judgment  in 
plaintiffs’  favor.  Case  on  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
Calendar.  Not  reached. 


Erie  Railroad  Company  v.  Williams,  Commissioner  of  Labor. 

Action  to  restrain  the  enforcement  of  section  2  of  the  Labor 
Law  for  the  recovery  of  penalty  for  violation  of  the  provisions 
of  that  law  requiring  a  railroad  corporation  to  pay  their  employees 
semi-monthly  in  cash.  Defendant  secured  judgment  in  all  of  the 
State  courts,  and  from  the  determination  of  the  Court  of  Appeals 
plaintiff  procured  a  writ  of  error  taking  the  case  to  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court,  Case  now  on  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  Calendar.  Not  reached. 
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Knickerbocker  Trust  Company  as  Trustee,  etc.,  v.  Oneonta, 

CoOPERSTOWN  AND  RICHFIELD  SPRINGS  RAILROAD  CoAIPANA', 
ET  AL. 


This  was  an  appeal  by  the  Oneonta  and  Herkimer  Railroad 
Company  and  some  of  its  bondholders,  to  the  Court  of  Appeals 
from  an  order  of  the  Appellate  Division,  Third  Department,  made 
in  the  action  directing  the  referee,  Yathanial  P.  Willis,  to  pay 
to  the  Comptroller  certain  franchise  taxes  and  penalties  amount¬ 
ing  to  the  sum  of  $2365.44,  on  franchise  business  based  upon 
the  gross  earnings  of  the  Oneonta  &  Mohawk  Valiev  Railroad 
Company,  and  Choate  as  receiver,  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1908.  In  the  Appellate  Division  the  order  was  affirmed  by  a 
divided  court.  Argued  appeal  in  the  Court  of  Appeals.  Order 

unanimously  affirmed  with  costs.  Thereafter  the  entire  tax  of 
*/ 

$2365.44  with  interest  and  costs  was  paid  by  the  receiver. 


Alexander  Hil finger,  Appellant,  v. 

Respondent. 


State  of  New  York, 


This  claim  was  filed  to  recover  the  sum  of  ten  thousand  dollars 
for  the  permanent  appropriation  of  1.42  acres  of  land  in  the 
Village  of  Fort  Edward,  for  Barge  Canal  purposes.  The  Court 
of  Claims  gave  the  claimant  a  judgment  of  $3,073.30.  The 
claimant  appealed  to  the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
Third  Department,  where  the  judgment  was  affirmed  with  costs 
to  the  State.  From  this  judgment  of  the  Appellate  Division 
claimant  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Appeals.  Argued  the  case  in 
the  Court  of  Appeals,  which  court  unanimously  affirmed  the  judg¬ 
ment. 


T.evi  C.  Waite,  et  al.,  Appellants,  at  State  of  New  York, 

Respondents. 


This  claim  was  hied  to  recover  the  sum  of  $8,782.55  for  the 
permanent  appropriation  of  the  claimants’  land  for  Barge  Canal 
purposes.  The  Court  of  Claims  gave  the  claimants  a  judgment 
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for  $3?040.52.  They  appealed  to  the  Appellate  Division  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  Third  Department,  where  the  judgment  was 
affirmed.  Thereafter  they  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Appeals. 
Appeal  argued.  Judgment  in  favor  of  the  State  affirmed  with 
costs. 


The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York,  Appellants,  v.  The 
Delaware  and  Hudson  Company^,  Respondent. 

This  is  an  action  for  nuisance  to  compel  the  defendant  to  re¬ 
move  the  embankment  and  encroachments  which  it  had  erected 
in  the  waters  of  Island  Creek,  an  arm  of  the  Hudson  River  in 
the  County  of  Albany,  and  also  to  remove  a  railroad  trestle  which 
it  unlawfully  erected  across  said  stream.  The  case  was  tried  in 
the  Supreme  Court  and  a  decision  rendered  in  favor  of  the  People, 
which  was  affirmed  by  the  Appellate  Division.  In  the  Appellate 
Division  the  judgment  was  slightly  modified  as  to  the  extent  of 
the  embankment  and  encroachments  which  defendant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  remove.  The  People  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Appeals 
from  the  judgment  of  the  Appellate  Division  insofar  as  it  modi¬ 
fied  the  judgment  of  the  trial  court.  The  case  is  now  on  the  Court 
of  Appeals  calendar. 


Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  Railroad  Company,  Respond¬ 
ents,  v.  Charles  Rosenberg,  et  al.,  Appellants. 

This  was  a  proceeding  brought  hv  the  plaintiff  to  condemn  cer¬ 
tain  land  at  St.  George’s,  Staten  Island.  The  people  were  made 
a  party  defendant.  It  appeared  that  the  people  of  Staten  Island 
wanted  the  same  land  for  a  park,  which  would  he  denied  them  if 
the  railroad  company  succeeded  in  condemning  it.  The  appeal 
was  from  an  order  of  the  Supreme  Court  denying  a  preliminary 
motion  made  on, behalf  of  the  people  to  dismiss  the  proceeding  on 
the  ground  of  lack  of  jurisdiction,  etc.  The  Appellate  Division 
dismissed  the  appeal  on  the  ground  that  the  question  raised  by  the 
appeal  should  be  raised  after  the  final  order  was  entered. 
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W  hitehall  Water  Power  Co.,  Ltd.  and  Champlain  Silk 
Mills,  Respondents,  y.  Atlantic,  Gulf  and  Pacific  Com¬ 
pany,  Appellant. 

I  his  action  was  brought  for  a  permanent  injunction  and  for 
damages  against  the  defendant  for  interfering  with  the  plaintiff’s 
mill  and  water  power  in  Wood  (  'reek,  Washington  county,  which 
damages  were  occasioned  by  the  defendant  in  constructing  the 
Barge  canal  at  the  place  in  question.  The  State  was  interested 
because  the  principal  question  involved  and  litigated  is  whether 
the  State  owns  the  bed  of  Wood  Creek  at  the  falls  in  the  village 
of  Whitehall,  X.  Y.  At  Trial  Term  plaintiffs  procured  a  judg¬ 
ment  with  damages  amounting  to  $9,320.  The  defendant,  through 
the  Attorney-General,  appealed  to  the  Appellate  Division  from  the 
judgment.  The  case  was  argued  at  the  Xovember,  1913,  term. 

There  was  also  argued  a  minor  appeal  which  involved  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  an  additional  allowance  of  costs. 


In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  Town  of  Sara¬ 
toga  for  an  Order  Requiring  the  Town  of  Easton,  et  al., 
to  Repair  or  Rebuild  a  Bridge  Known  as  the  Schuyler- 
ville  Bridge. 

This  was  an  application  to  procure  an  order  requiring  the 
people  of  the  State  of  Yew  York,  et  al.,  to  pay  for  the  repairing  or 
rebuilding  of  the  above  mentioned  bridge.  The  people  defended 
on  the  ground  that  the  court  had  no  jurisdiction  to  require  them 
to  help  pay  for  this  bridge.  The  Court  at  Special  Term  dismissed 
the  proceeding  so  far  as  the  State  and  State  officers  were  concerned. 
The  town  of  Easton  took  an  appeal  to  this  court.  The  appeal  was 
argued  at  the  Xovember,  1913,  term.  Xo  decision. 


Ferguson  Contracting  Company,  Appellant,  v.  State  of 

Xew  York,  Respondent. 

Claimant  sued  to  recover  the  sum  of  $420,375.36;  the  claim 
was  filed  August  26,  1909,  for  damages  for  breach  of  claimant's 
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contract  on  Barge  Canal  Contract  Yo.  2.  The  case  was  tried  at 
Albany,  April  25,  1910,  and  judgment  of  dismissal  entered. 
Claimant  appealed  to  the  Appellate  Division.  The  case  has  not 
been  argued.  Claimant  filed  a  new  claim  for  practically  the 
amount  of  the  dismissed  claim,  which  has  been  stipulated  for  trial 
before  Judge  Vann,  but  not  tried. 


John  B.  Miller,  et  al.,  Appellants,  v.  State  of  Yew  York, 

Respondent. 

This  is  an  appeal  by  claimants  from  a  judgment  of  the  Court 
of  Claims  dismissing  their  claim  which  was  filed  to  recover  the 
sum  of  $25,000  for  the  permanent  appropriation  of  land  in  the 
village  of  Yorth  Tonawanda  for  Barge  Canal  purposes.  The  Court 
of  Claims,  the  trial  court,  unanimously  dismissed  the  claim.  The 
case  is  not  yet  oh  the  Appellate  Division  calendar.  The  question 
involved  is  whether  the  State  appropriated  Tonawanda  creek  prior 
to  1837  for  canal  purposes. 


Mary  J.  White,  as  Administratrix,  Etc.,  of  John  Watson, 

Deceased,  Appellant,  v.  State  of  Yew  York,  Respondent. 

This  is  an  appeal  by  the  claimant  from  a  judgment  of  the  Court 
of  Claims  dismissing  the  claim.  The  claim  was  filed  to  recover 
the  sum  of  $15,000  for  personal  injuries  to  claimant's  intestate, 
John  Watson,  resulting  in  his  death,  by  falling  over  a  railing  on 
a  foot  bridge  across  the  Oswego  canal  in  the  city  of  Syracuse. 
Argued  case  in  the  Appellate  Division,  where  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Claims  was  reversed  and  a  new  trial  ordered.  Case  not 
retried. 


Savilla  E.  Smith,  as  Administratrix  of  Christopher  Smith, 
Deceased,  Respondent,  v.  State  of  Yew  York,  Appel¬ 
lant. 

The  claim  was  filed  to  recover  the  sum  of  $25,000  for  personal 
injuries  to  claimant’s  intestate,  Christopher  Smith,  alleged  to  have 
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been  caused  by  reason  of  the  negligence  of  the  State  of  New  York 
in  the  way  it  maintained  a  bridge  over  the  Erie  Canal  at  Seventh 
street  in  the  city  of  Watervliet,  N.  Y.  In  the  Board  of  Claims, 
claimant  was  awarded  the  sum  of  $3,619.60.  From  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  the  Board  of  Claims  defendant  appealed  to  the  Appellate 
Division.  Argued  the  case  at  the  November,  1913,  term.  No 
decision. 


Frank  Hamlin,  et  al.,  Respondents,  v.  People  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  et  al.,  Appellants. 

This  action  was  brought  by  the  plaintiffs  to  register  the  title  to 
real  property  situated  in  the  city  of  Buffalo,  N.  Y.  Judgment 
was  entered  on  the  report  of  the  referee  in  favor  of  the  plaintiffs 
directing  that  the  title  be  registered.  The  people  defended  the 
case  on  the  ground  that  the  property  had  escheated,  and  that 
plaintiffs  were  not  entitled  to  register  it  as  owners.  An  appeal 
was  taken  by  the  people  to  the  Appellate  Division,  Fourth  De¬ 
partment,  and  the  judgment  was  reversed  and  a  new  trial  ordered. 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company, 
Appellant,  v.  People  of  the  State  of  New  York,  et  al., 
Defendants. 

Appeal  by  the  New  York  Central  from  an  order  of  the  Special 
Term  dismissing  an  application  to  condemn  lands  under  the  water 
of  Lake  Erie  in  the  city  of  Buffalo.  The  citv  of  Buffalo  desires 
the  same  land  under  water  in  connection  with  its  $1,000,000  park 
scheme,  and  it  was  principally  for  this  reason  that  the  proceeding 
was  contested  on  the  State’s  behalf.  Appeal  not  yet  on  Appellate 
Division  calendar. 


People  v.  Sutherland. 

This  action  was  brought  to  recover  from  defendant  $64,881.59, 
with  interest,  wrongfully  received  and  retained  by  him  while 
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serving  as  County  Clerk  of  Westchester  county,  during  the  years 
of  1902  to  1907  inclusive.  The  referee  appointed  by  the  court 
to  try  the  case  dismissed  the  complaint  on  the  merits.  The  Ap¬ 
pellate  Division,  Second  Department,  affirmed  the  judgment  of 
dismissal.  An  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  by  me, 
where  the  judgment  was  reversed  and  a  new  trial  ordered.  The 
opinion  handed  down  by  the  Court  of  Appeals  was  of  great  im¬ 
portance  to  the  State  for  it  sustained  the  Attorney-GeneraTs  con¬ 
tention  that  the  People  of  the  State  were  entitled  to  recover  the 
moneys  illegally  taken  by  the  defendant,  although  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  had  audited  the  same.  The  case  was  retried  and 
submitted  to  Mr.  Justice  Morschauser  in  September,  1913,  and 
a  decision  has  been  rendered  in  favor  of  the  People  giving  judg¬ 
ment  for  $97,096.97,  with  costs. 


People  v.  Gersham  Smith. 

This  action  was  brought  to  recover  from  the  'defendant  the 
sum  of  $1,949.98,  with  interest,  wrongfully  received  and  retained 
by  him  while  serving  as  clerk  of  Herkimer  county  during  the 
years  1907  to  1913  inclusive.  The  case  is  on  the  present  calendar 

of  Herkimer  county,  not  tried. 

«/  / 


Staten  Island  Bapid  Transit  Railway  v.  Rosenberg. 

This  was  a  proceeding  brought  by  the  Staten  Island  Rapid 
Transit  Railway  Company  pursuant  to  section  17  of  the  Railroad 
Law  to  condemn  real  estate  described  in  the  petition  and  situated 
at  St.  George,  Staten  Island.  The  proceeding  was  contested  by 
the  State  on  the  ground  that  the  people  of  St.  George  wanted  the 
same  land  for  a  public  park  and  recreation  pier,  and  if  the  rail¬ 
road  succeeded  in  condemning  it  the  public  would  be  irreparably 
injured  by  the  loss  of  the  park.  The  matter  was  tried  before  the 
referee  appointed  by  the  court,  and  while  it  was  pending,  chapter 
284  of  the  Laws  of  1913  was  passed,  requiring  the  consent  of  the 
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Public  Service  Commission  to  condemn  this  land.  Application 
was  made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  by  the  railroad  for 
such  an  order,  and  after  trial,  the  Public  Service  Commission 
denied  the  company’s  right  to  condemn  it.  At  the  conclusion  of 
the  trial  the  railroad  company  asked  leave  to  discontinue  the 
proceeding  on  the  payment  of  costs,  which  was  granted. 


People  v.  Delaware  and  Hudson  Company. 

This  action  was  brought  on  behalf  of  the  People  to  compel  the 
defendant  company  to  remove  certain  encroachments  and  obstruc¬ 
tions  which  it  has  placed  on  lands  under  the  waters  of  Lake  George 
at  the  village  of  Lake  George,  Warren  county.  The  obstructions 
interfered  with  the  right  of  the  people  to  have  free  access  from 
the  east  side  of  the  lake  to  the  village.  The  defendant  company 
filled  in  a  large  strip  of  land  along  the  water  front,  in  some  places 
several  hundred  feet  wide,  without  any  authority  from  the  State, 
and  have  attempted  to  prohibit  the  public  from  passing  over  the 
same.  The  action  has  not  been  tried. 


Saranac  Land  &  Timber  Company  v.  Roberts.  (2  actions.) 

These  actions  have  been  pending  in  the  United  States  courts 
and  the  State  courts  for  upwards  of  eighteen  years  and  one  of 
the  actions  has  been  once  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
and  twice  to  the  Court  of  Appeals.  In  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  the  State  succeeded  and  on  the  first  appeal  to  the  State 
Court  the  plaintiff  succeeded,  while  on  the  second  appeal  the 
State  procured  a  reversal  of  the  judgment  and  a  new  trial  was 
ordered.  In  both  the  United  States  and  the  State  courts  the 
same  land  was  involved,  which  consists  of  forest  land  in  the 
Adirondacks  of  approximately  11,250  acres  and  is  of  the  value 
of  about  a  million  dollars.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Appeals 
reversing  said  judgments  obtained  by  the  plaintiff  awarding  the 
possession  of  the  land  to  it,  the  court  has  practically  sustained 
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the  contention  of  the  defendant.  The  cases  have  been  set  down 
for  trial  before  a  referee  for  January  19,  1914. 

c /  / 


People  v.  American  Locomotive  Company. 

This  action  was  brought  on  behalf  of  the  People  to  compel  the 
defendant  company  to  remove  certain  encroachments  and  obstruc¬ 
tions  which  it  had  erected  on  lands  under  the  waters  of  the  Mo¬ 
hawk  river  near  the  city  of  Schenectady.  The  complaint  showed 
that  the  defendant  had  filled  in  about  an  acre  of  land  under  the 
waters  of  the  river  and  was  continuing  to  do  so  at  the  time  the 
action  was  brought.  The  filling  in  would  interfere  with  the  plain¬ 
tiffs’  using  the  river  at  that  place  for  the  Barge  Canal.  The  de¬ 
fendant  had  also  fenced  in  the  land  originally  appropriated  for 
the  Erie  canal  and  erected  on  it  a  railroad  track.  The  action 
has  not  yet  been  tried. 


Storms  v.  Storms. 

This  was  a  partition  action  involving  real  property  situated 
in  the  county  of  Oneida.  The  Loan  Commissioners  for  loaning 
certain  moneys  of  the  United  States  in  Oneida  county  on  May 
13,  1900,  loaned  $1700  on  a  part  of  the  property  involved  in  the 
action.  The  People  answered  and  claimed  that  this  mortgage 
was  first  lien  on  that  portion  of  the  property  covered  by  the 
mortgage.  The  referee  decided  that  the  people’s  claim  was  cor¬ 
rect  and  judgment  was  entered  directing  that  the  mortgage  be 
paid.  The  entire  principal  of  the  mortgage  amounting  to  $1700 
with  interest  amounting  to  $73.16  and  also  the  costs  of  the  action 
were  paid. 


William  A.  Kinneally  Estate. 

This  is  a  special  proceeding  brought  in  the  Supreme  Court, 
under  section  2747  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  to  recover 
the  possession  and  title  of  the  estate  of  William  A.  Kinneally,  now 
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in  the  possession  and  control  of  the  State  of  Xew  York.  There 
are  two  petitioners.  The  first  petition  is  brought  bv  one,  John 
Kenneally  of  Idaho  City,  State  of  Idaho,  who  claims  to  be  a  half- 
brother  of  the  decedent.  The  second  petition  is  made  by  Xelson 
H.  Tunnicliffe,  an  attorney  of  Xew  York  City,  who  claims  a  legacy 
of  $20,000  under  the  last  will  and  testament  of  the  decedent. 
This  office  filed  an  answer  to  both  petitions,  interposing  a  general 
denial. 

William  A.  Kinneally  died  in  Brooklyn,  X.  Y.,  April  16,  1868. 
leaving  a  large  estate  of  both  real  and  personal  property  valued 
at  approximately  $100,000,  and  leaving  a  last  will  and  testament 
which  was  thereafter  admitted  to  probate  in  Kings  county.  The 
testator  attempted  to  create  a  trust  in  his  will,  but  the  Supreme 
Court  declared  it  invalid,  and  in  failure  of  heirs-at-law  and  next 
of  kin,  the  property  of  the  estate  was  turned  over  to  the  State  of 
Xew  York.  The  will  also  contained  a  clause  bequeathing  $20,000 
to  one  Edward  Kenneally  described  in  the  will  as  the  long  lost 
brother  of  the  testator.  Xo  trace  of  Edward  was  discovered  and 
accordingly  the  legacy  was  also  delivered  into  the  State  treasury. 
Since  the  death  of  William  A.  Kinneally  over  a  hundred  claimants 

e / 

have  appeared  and  made  claim  in  court  as  next  of  kin  and  heirs- 
at-law,  but  in  every  instance  the  claims  have  been  dismissed  upon 
motion  of  the  Attorney-General  in  office  at  the  time. 

The  present  proceeding  was  commenced  early  in  1911  when 
a  referee  to  hear  and  report  was  appointed  in  Xew  York  City. 
Subsequently,  testimony  was  taken  by  open  commission  in  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  and  in  Boise  City,  Idaho,  at  which  places  a  deputy 
from  this  office  was  in  personal  attendance.  Xumerous  hearings 
were  then  had  in  Xew  York  City  and  proof  submitted  both  by 
the  petitioners  and  by  this  office  in  behalf  of  the  State.  A  com¬ 
mission  was  issued  in  behalf  of  the  State  to  take  the  testimony 

rJ 

of  a  witness  in  Ireland.  The  reference  was  finally  closed  and 
briefs  submitted  in  August,  1912. 

This  office  contended,  first,  that  the  hearsay  testimony  offered 
by  the  claimants  was  not  competent  evidence,  and  if  competent, 
was  not  of  sufficient  weight  and  reliability  to  warrant  the  court  in 
distributing  to  them  this  large  estate ;  secondly,  that  the  proof 
offered  bv  this  office  in  behalf  of  the  State  was  sufficient  to  cstaE 
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iisli  tliat  the  claimants  were  in  no  manner  related  to  the  decedent. 
The  referee  handed  down  his  report  and  opinion  in  October,  1912, 
and  found  in  favor  of  the  claimants,  which  report  was  confirmed 
by  the  Supreme  Court  at  Special  Term. 

This  office  prosecuted  an  appeal  from  the  order  of  the  Special 
Term,  confirming  the  referee’s  report,  and  the  Appellate  Division, 
in  the  First  Department,  on  July  10,  1913,  handed  down  a  de¬ 
cision,  sustaining  each  contention  of  this  office  and  unanimously 
set  aside  the  referee's  report  and  the  order  of  the  Special  Term 
confirming  same,  and  dismissed  the  proceeding  upon  the  merits. 
An  opinion  was  written  by  Mr.  Justice  Clarke  which  is  reported 
in  157  A.  D.  G19.  On  December  22,  1913,  claimants  filed  notice 
of  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  and  the  appeal  will  be  heard 
early  in  1914,  in  the  Court  of  Appeals. 


CONSERVATION  BUREAU. 


Chapter  647  of  the  Laws  of  1911,  the  Conservation  Law,  con¬ 
stituting  chapter  65  of  the  Consolidated  Laws  of  the  State,  in 
section  9,  provides  as  follows: 

“  §  9.  Suits  and  prosecutions.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of 
the  attorney-general,  when  requested  by  the  commission,  to 
appoint  a  deputy  attorney-general  and  such  assistants  as 
may  be  necessary  and  assign  them  to  the  legal  department 
of  the  commission.  The  deputy  attorney-general  shall  re¬ 
ceive  an  annual  salary  of  five  thousand  live  hundred  dollars. 
The  salaries  of  the  assistants  shall  be  fixed  by  the  commis¬ 
sion.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  deputy,  in  the  name  of 
the  attorney-general,  to  conduct  all  prosecutions  for  penal¬ 
ties  imposed  by  the  forest,  fish  and  game  law  or  by  this  act 
and  to  bring  all  actions,  suits  or  other  proceedings  which 
the  commission  shall  be  authorized  to  institute  and  main¬ 
tain  and  to  defend  all  actions,  suits  and  proceedings  brought 
against  the  commission.  No  action,  suit  or  proceeding  in 
which  the  title  to  lands  of  the  state  in  forest  preserve  coun¬ 
ties  shall  be  involved  shall  be  withdrawn  or  discontinued  nor 
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shall  judgment  therein  against  the  state  be  entered  on  con¬ 
sent  except  on  special  permission  of  the  court  and  after 
application  made  in  open  court  on  which  application  all  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  settlement  shall  be  fully  stated 
in  writing  and  the  reasons  therefor  set  forth  at  length/’ 

By  the  provisions  of  section  10  of  the  Conservation  Law,  all 
pending  actions  and  proceedings  brought  upon  the  order  of  or 
against  the  Forest,  Fish  and  Game  Commission,  the  Commissioners 
of  Water  Power  on  Black  River,  the  State  Water  Supply  Com¬ 
mission  and  the  Forest  Purchasing  Board  were  transferred  to 
this  Bureau. 

Section  173  of  the  Conservation  Law  added  thereto  by  chapter 
508  of  the  Laws  of  1913,  provides  as  follows: 

“§  173.  Suits  against  protectors.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of 
the  attorney-general  on  request  of  any  regular  game  protector, 
accompanied  with  the  approval  of  the  commission,  to  appear 
in  and  defend  as  attorney  any  action  or  proceeding  prose¬ 
cuted  against  the  protector  for  or  on  account  of  any  act  of 
his  done  while  holding  such  office  and  when  such  act  was, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  attorney-general,  done  in  discharge  of 
the  protector’s  official  duty  or  in  reasonable  exercise  of  his 
authority.” 


Upon  the  organization  of  this  Bureau  there  were  pending  un¬ 
disposed  of  in  courts  of  record  in  this  State,  160  actions  brought 
by  the  predecessors  of  the  Conservation  Commission.  In  many 
of  these  cases  designated  attorneys  represented  the  State,  and,  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Forest  Fish  and  Game  Law,  there  existed  a 
legal  department,  largely  of  an  advisory  character.  The  estab¬ 
lishment  of  this  Bureau  dispensed  with  the  services  of  the  desig¬ 
nated  attorneys  throughout  the  State  theretofore  in  charge  of  the 
litigations  mentioned,  and  centered  the  management  and  control 
of  those  litigations  in  this  department.  The  result  of  this  change 
shows  that  the  large  amount  of  litigation  which  has  arisen  under 
the  Conservation  Law  and  which  before  its  enactment  was  pending 
through  the  various  predecessors  of  the  Conservation  Commission, 
has  been  much  more  economically  conducted  and  a  greater  volume 
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of  work  performed.  The  employment  of  special  counsel  lias  been 
wholly  discontinued  and  the  work  has  been  done  from  this  office. 

During  the  past  year  this  Bureau  has  acted  upon  187  orders 
to  prosecute  violations  of  the  Conservation  law,  93  of  which  orders 
originated  in  the  year  1913. 

Of  the  160  litigations  pending  at  the  time  of  the  organization 
of  this  Bureau,  134  were  disposed  of  prior  to  the  1st  day  of 
January,  1913.  At  this  time  only  8  of  these  old  litigations  re¬ 
main  pending  and  of  those  8  only  3  were  brought  in  the  name  of 
the  People  of  the  State,  the  other  5  being  actions  brought  against 
game  protectors,  none  of  which  in  all  probability  will  ever  be 
prosecuted. 

In  addition  to  the  160  litigations  mentioned,  53  actions  in 

ejectment  affecting  land  in  Township  15,  Hamilton  county,  were 

transferred  to  this  Bureau.  Twenty-four  of  these  actions  have 

«/ 

been  tried  during  the  past  year.  These  trials  were  had  before 
Hon.  Irving  G.  Vann,  late  judge  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  and  now 
official  referee.  Nineteen  of  these  litigations  have  been  decided 
by  the  referee  and  five  remain  undecided.  Nine  of  the  decisions 
upheld  the  contention  of  the  State.  The  remaining  decisions 
settled  the  controversy  with  regard  to  title  to  lands  in  question 
and  by  the  deed  through  which  the  title  of  the  State  came  from 
the  Indian  River  Company,  an  indemnity  is  provided  for  the 
State  for  all  parts  of  the  township,  as  to  which  the  title  shall  fail. 
It  will,  therefore,  be  the  purpose  of  the  Bureau  to  prosecute  for 
the  indemnity  when  the  litigations  are  concluded  in  all  cases  in 
which  the  title  shall  be  determined  to  have  failed. 

This  township  was  acquired  by  purchase  by  the  State  in  1897, 
the  lands  being  located  in  Hamilton,  Essex  and  Warren  counties. 
Questions  arising  as  to  the  title  thus  acquired,  53  actions  in 
ejectment  were  brought,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  those 
questions.  The  actions  were  begun  by  a  direction  of  the  Forest, 
Fish  and  Game  Commission  and  its  legal  department  in  1907. 
They  were  begun  without  any  previous  survey,  the  descriptions  ot 
the  property  involved  being  taken  wholly  from  the  assessment  rolls. 
In  preparation  for  the  trial  of  these  cases  and  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  interests  of  the  State  to  the  fullest  extent,  a  careful 
survey  of  this  township  was  made  during  the  past  year  under  the 
personal  supervision  of  the  chief  land  surveyor  of  the  Conserva- 
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tion  Commission  and  the  examiner  of  titles  of  this  Bureau.  In 
this  way  lines  were  clearly  marked,  old  corners  were  found,  roads 
were  located  and  the  clearings  and  buildings  were  so  placed  that  it 
became  possible  to  determine  with  reasonable  accuracy  the  amount 
of  land  that  each  defendant  occupied  and  claimed  adversely  to  the 
State.  As  a  result  of  this  survey  and  examination  of  titles,  it  was 
ascertained  that  many  of  the  defendants  occupied  other  and  dif¬ 
ferent  lots  from  those  described  in  the  complaints  against  them. 
This  discovery  necessitated  the  amendment  of  the  pleadings  in 
nearly  all  of  the  actions  which  have  been  tried  and  also  in  many 
of  those  which  are  still  pending  untried.  In  addition  to  the  ac¬ 
tions  mentioned  brought  with  reference  to  lands  in  township  15 
in  Hamilton  and  Essex  counties,  only  one  of  which  actions  affected 
lands  in  Essex  county,  no  actions  were  brought  affecting  lands  in 
Warren  county  in  that  township.  Lands  occupied  in  both  Essex 
and  Warren  counties  were  covered  by  the  survey  made  and  those 
occupied  and  cultivated  and  held  adversely  to  the  State  were  ascer¬ 
tained  and  accurate  descriptions  were  made  preparatory  to  bring¬ 
ing  the  necessary  actions  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  State.  The 
complaints  in  those  actions  have  already  been  prepared  and  the 
actions  will  be  prosecuted  with  all  due  speed.  In  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  title  to  all  the  land  in  township  15,  at  least  25  additional 
actions  will  be  necessary. 

d 

By  the  provisions  of  section  9  of  the  Conservation  Law,  above 
quoted,  the  Conservation  Commission  is  given  the  authority  to 
determine  what  actions  and  proceedings  shall  be  brought.  I  am 
of  the  opinion  that  this  authority  should  be  transferred  to  the 
Attorn ey -General  as  the  constitutional  law  officer  of  the  State,  and 
the  authority  of  the  Conservation  Commission  should  extend  onlv 

d  »- 

to  a  reference  of  matters  requiring  legal  attention  to  this  depart¬ 
ment  so  that  the  propriety  and  necessity  of  instituting  litigations 
on  behalf  of  the  people  may  be  here  determined,- —  upon  such 
information  and  reports  and  suggestions  from  the  Conservation 
Commission  as  will  advise  this  department  of  the  necessity  for  such 
litigation. 

As  the  law  now  is,  no  discretion  is  reposed  in  the  Attorney- 
General  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  institution  of  these  actions  or 
proceedings  and,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  practically  made  his  man- 
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datory  duty  to  bring  actions  suggested  by  the  Conservation  Com¬ 
mission.  It  requires  only  a  statement  of  this  proposition  to  indi¬ 
cate  the  unwisdom  of  such  a  policy  and  the  fact  that  it  is  alto¬ 
gether  out  of  harmony  with  the  powers  vested  in  and  the  duties  im¬ 
posed  upon  the  Attorney-General  as  the  constitutional  law  officer 
of  the  State.  The  relationship  between  the  Conservation  Commis¬ 
sion  and  the  Attorney-General  in  these  matters  is  practically  the 
relationship  of  client  and  attorney,  the  client  submitting  to  ttm 
attorney  matters  requiring  legal  treatment.  It  is  always  unwise 
to  place  in  the  power  of  the  client  direction  over  his  legal  adviser  as 
to  what  the  legal  adviser  shall  do. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  all  these  actions  and  proceedings  and  the 
conduct  of  the  same  including  matters  arising  in  the  course  of  liti¬ 
gations  which  may  suggest  the  propriety  of  settlement  and  adjust¬ 
ment  should  be  reposed  in  the  Attorney-General,  subject  to  such 
appropriate  restrictions  as  may  be  made  which  will  forbid  settle¬ 
ments  affecting  the  title  to>  lands  in  the  Forest  Preserve  so  as  to 
meet  the  inhibitions  of  the  Constitution  upon  that  subject.  A 
restriction  upon  settlements  by  requiring  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Supreme  Court  upon  a  full  demonstration  of  the  situation 
would  be  appropriate. 

I  recommend  that  the  Conservation  Law  be  amended  in  this 
respect,  both  because  in  my  opinion  it  is  wiser  policy  and  because 
thereby  the  effective  work  of  this  Bureau  will  be  advanced. 

The  care  and  protection  of  the  property  of  the  State  in  the 
Forest  Preserve,  comprising  at  present  1,634,00  acres  and  located 
in  sixteen  counties  of  the  State  is  the  natural  concern  of  the  People 
of  the  State  and  its  legal  protection  is  reposed  in  this  Bureau. 
Much  of  this  land  was  acquired  by  the  State  through  tax  sales  and 
upon  foreclosure  of  loans  made  by  Lffiited  States  Loan  Commis¬ 
sioners.  The  State's  title,  coming  through  such  sources,  has  been 
for  years  past  and  continues  to  be  the  subject  of  attack  by  indi¬ 
viduals  claiming  “  bottom  "  title,  as  well  as  by  trespassers  and  occu¬ 
pants  who  persistently  set  up  as  a  defense  to  the  actions  brought  by 
the  People,  claims  of  invalidity  in  the  title  of  the  iState.  This  con¬ 
dition  accounts  for  a  large  bulk  of  the  litigation  which  this  Bureau 
is  required  to  conduct.  Violations  of  the  fish  and  game  provisions 
of  the  Conservation  Law  result  in  a  vast  quantity  of  litigations  con- 
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ducted  by  tliis  Bureau.  In  addition  to  these  sources  of  work  for 
this  Bureau,  it  lias  imposed  upon  it  the  duty  of  defending  actions 
brought  against  game  protectors  and  other  employees  of  the  Conser¬ 
vation  Commission  for  acts  done  by  them  in  their  official  capacity 
or  otherwise  in  the  discharge  of  their  official  duties. 

During  the  year  just  closed,  questions  as  to  the  title  of 
the  State  to  about  30,000  acres  of  land  located  in  Herkimer 
county  were  litigated  and  disposed  of.  It  became  necessary 
to  determine  whether  the  State  had  acquired  title  by  appropriation 
from  one,  Mary  L.  Fisher,  and  the  Taggart’s  Paper  Company,  of 
this  land.  For  some  years  the  vexatious  situation  with  regard  to 
the  title  to  these  lands  existed.  This  Bureau  had  imposed  upon  it 
the  duty  of  conducting  such  litigations  as  would  solve  the  prob¬ 
lems  presented.  An  action  was  begun  in  due  form  to  have  the 
title  quieted  so  that  it  might  be  ascertained  whether  the  State  by 
the  appropriation,  had  acquired  title  or  not.  Claims  aggregating 
$1,500,000  were  pending  before  the  Board  of  Claims  for  the  value 
of  these  lands  attempted  to  be  appropriated  and  the  damages  inci¬ 
dent  thereto.  The  State  never  paid  a  dollar  for  these  lands  or 
otherwise  assumed  control  over  them  because  of  the  situation  re¬ 
ferred  to.  After  the  action  had  been  begun,  one  LeRoy  Crawford, 
a  contractor  who  had  a  cutting  contract  upon  some  of  the  lands  in 
question  with  the  St.  Regis  Paper  Company,  which  in  turn  had  a 
contract  with  said  Mary  L.  Fisher  for  the  cutting  of  some  of  the 
soft  wood  upon  the  lands  in  question,  sought  to  intervene  in  the 
litigation.  The  State  contested  the  right  of  Crawford  to  so  inter¬ 
vene  and  the  matter  was  carried  through  the  courts  to  the  Court 
of  Appeals  where  it  was  recently  decided  that  Crawford  had  no 
such  right  of  intervention.  This  decision  by  the  Court  of  Appeals 
now  enables  the  litigation  originally  begun  on  behalf  of  the  State 
to  be  prosecuted  to  a  conclusion,  which  will  determine  what,  if 
any,  rights  the  People  of  the  State  have  in  the  lands  in  question 
and  whether  or  not  the  State  should  pay  for  them  and,  at  the  same 
time  it  will  dispose  of  the  claims  mentioned,  now  pending  before 
the  Board  of  Claims.  It  is  the  expectation  of  this  department 
that  this  litigation  and  the  claims  pending  before  the  Board  of 
Claims  will  be  disposed  of  advantageously  to  the  State  in  the  very 
near  future. 
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Among  the  actions  transferred  to  this  Bureau  upon  its  organi¬ 
zation,  were  two  actions  against  the  Yew  York  Central  and  Hud¬ 
son  River  Railroad  Company  for  damages  caused  by  fires  in  the 
Forest  Preserve  in  the  counties  of  Herkimer  and  Franklin.  Al¬ 
though  these  cases  had  been  pending  since  1910,  no  effort  to  try 
and  dispose  of  them  was  made  until  the  organization  of  this 
Bureau.  A  litigation  with  regard  to  bills  of  particulars  limiting 
the  claims  of  the  State  was  fought  through  to  the  Court  of  Appeals 
by  the  railroad  company  and  finally,  upon  the  determination  of 
those  questions,  the  action  in  Herkimer  eoimty  was  brought  to 
trial  in  the  spring  of  1912.  The  trial  was  strenuously  contested 
and  resulted  in  a  judgment  in  favor  of  the  State  against  the 
railroad  company  for  $13,723.75.  The  railroad  company  ap¬ 
pealed  to  the  Appellate  Division  in  the  Fourth  Department  and 
that  court  affirmed  the  judgment  of  the  trial  court  in  the  early 
part  of  1913.  The  railroad  company  then  appealed  to  the  Court 
of  Appeals  on  one  question  involved  in  the  case,  which  has  to  do 
only  with  the  amount  of  the  recovery,  and  that  appeal  will  go 
upon  the  next  calendar  of  the  Court  of  Appeals.  In  the  Franklin 
county  action,  this  Bureau  tried  the  case  at  Malone  in  November, 
1912,  and  secured  a  judgment  in  favor  of  the  State  for  $9,447.12. 
The  railroad  company  appealed  from  that  judgment  to  the  Ap¬ 
pellate  Division  in  the  Third  Department  and  that  appeal  has 
been  argued  and  is  still  undecided. 

By  provisions  of  the  Conservation  Law  recently  incorporated  by 
amendment,  penalties  at  the  rate  of  $10  for  each  and  every  tree 
killed  or  destroyed  by  fire  are  allowed  to  be  recovered  by  the 
State  against  railroad  corporations  negligently  causing  such  fires. 
There  has  recently  been  begun  and  is  now  pending  an  action 
brought  by  this  Bureau  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  the  State  against 
the  Erie  Railroad  Company  for  an  aggregate  of  penalties  and  dam¬ 
ages  of  $619,807.  This  action  is  pending  in  Delaware  county 
where  the  fire  occurred.  The  burning  and  injury  done  by  the  fire 
covered  some  300  acres  of  the  State’s  land  in  Delaware  county. 
This  is  the  first  action  brought  by  the  State  under  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Conservation  Law  mentioned  and  it  involves  the 
determination  of  many  important  questions  affecting  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  the  State,  in  the  matter  of  the  proper  and 
sufficient  protection  of  its  Forest  Preserve  against  such  damages. 
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Among  the  other  actions  transferred  to  this  Bureau  upon  its 
organization  were  two  against  the  Delaware  and  Hudson  Company 
in  1910  for  damages  caused  by  tires  affecting  lands  in  the  Forest 
Preserve  in  Essex  county.  When  these  actions  were  prepared  for 
trial  the  defendant  railroad  company  settled  with  the  State,  paying 
for  the  damage  done  the  sum  of  $2,764.41.  This  recovery  upon 
this  settlement  was  the  extent  of  recoverv  to  which  the  State  was 

t j 

entitled. 

The  Conservation  Commission  in  November  1913  issued  an 
order  for  the  prosecution  of  the  Franco- American  Poultry  Com¬ 
pany,  a  New  Jersey  corporation,  operating  a  breeding  farm  at 
Goshen,  Orange  county;  in  this  State,  for  violation  of  the  Con¬ 
servation  Law  with  reference  to  3,661  wild  mallard  ducks,  and 
against  “A.  Silz,"  a  New  York  corporation,  as  receiver  of  these 
ducks,  to  recover  the  penalties  provided  by  the  law.  This  Bureau 
immediately  began  the  prosecution  of  these  defendants  and  upon 
a  compromise  and  settlement  collected  the  sum  of  $20,000  as  penal¬ 
ties.  This  is  the  largest  penalty  imposed  and  collected  against  any 
corporation  or  individual  in  this  .State  for  a  violation  of  the  fish 
and  game  law  and  is  probably  the  largest  penalty  recovered  in 
anv  of  the  Ignited  States  or  anv  other  countrv  for  a  similar 

c/  t j 

violation. 

An  action  for  trespass  brought  in  June,  1913,  against  Lewis 
Thompson  and  Kenyon  Lumber  Company,  who  were  lumber  oper¬ 
ators,  and  Solonas  Proctor  and  Joseph  Miller,  lumber  jobbers,  re¬ 
sulted  in  a  settlement  with  the  State  for  $3,000.  This  settlement 
was  offered  and  accepted  on  the  basis  of  twice  the  value  of  the 
timber  on  the  stump  and  was  only  made  after  discovering  that 
the  trespass  might  have  occured  through  mistaken  lines,  as  the 
State  lot  upon  which  the  cutting  was  done  adjoined  the  lands  of 
the  defendants. 

The  foregoing  special  cases  are  mentioned  as  indicating  the  char¬ 
acter  of  the  work  of  this  Bureau.  They  are  but  a  small  part  of  its 
accomplishment,  yet  they  are  of  such  public  interest  that  it  is 
deemed  important  to  mention  them. 

This  Bureau  has  collected  in  penalties  from  orders  to  bring  ac¬ 
tions  during  the  year  of  1913  the  sum  of  $30,743.69. 

W  the  appendix  to  this  report  will  be  found  a  detailed  statement 
oi  tne  business  in  this  Bureau,  both  pending  and  determined. 
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SPECIAL  FRANCHISE  CERTIORARI  PROCEEDINGS. 

The  adjustment  of  the  railroad  cases  presented  the  last  of  the 
serious  congestion  in  this  class  of  litigation  and  a  special  effort 
was  made  to  make  all  possible  headway  in  disposing  of  the  same. 
Heretofore,  the  attitude  of  the  railroads  has  been  such  as  to 
either  block,  or  make  fruitless,  all  attempts  to  settle  these  pro¬ 
ceedings.  At  the  beginning  of  the  year  every  railroad  in  the 
State  was  requested  to  advise  which  of  their  pending  cases  would 
require  submission  to  the  courts.  In  this  way  it  was  ascertained 
that  amicable  adjustments  were  possible  in  nearly  all  of  the  900 
accumulated  proceedings.  If  a  favorable  response  had  not  been 
received  from  the  railroads,  application  would  have  been  made 
to  the  Governor  to  call  Extraordinary  Terms  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  order  that  speedy  trials  could  be  forced. 

The  plan  adopted  of  expediting  settlements  lias  saved  the  cities, 
towns  and  villages  the  large  expense  attendant  upon  actual  trials. 
Idle  results  already  accomplished  by  the  continual  efforts  made 
during  the  year  warrant  the  expectation  of  the  ultimate  final 
disposition  of  most  of  the  pending  proceedings  during  next  year. 

A  practical  basis  of  adjustment  has  been  agreed  upon  with  all 
of  the  railr.oads,  founded  on  People  ex  rel.  New  York  Central  and 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  v.  Woodbury  (203  N.  Y.  167). 
The  principle  established  by  the  Court  of  Appeals  in  that  decision 
is  that  the  State  Board  of  Tax  Commissioners  are  not  authorized 
to  assess  railroad  crossings  where  a  street  has  been  projected  over 
an  existing  private  right  of  way,  as  such  an  occupancy  is  not  de¬ 
pendent  upon  a  special  franchise  granted  by  the  local  authorities. 
To  reach  agreement,  however,  as  to  what  crossings  shall  be  stricken 
from  the  assessments  involves  a  vast  amount  of  detailed  investi¬ 
gation.  In  spite  of  the  difficulties  encountered,  propositions  of 
settlement  have  been  procured  in  proceedings  involving  the  review 
of  585  assessments  of  the  following  railroads:  New  York  Central 
and  Hudson  River  (475)  ;  Erie  (69)  ;  New  York,  New  Haven 
and  Hartford  (9)  ;  Buffalo  Creek  (6)  ;  Western  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  (9)  ;  Avon,  Geneseo  and  Mt.  Morris  (4)  ;  Nypano 
(4)  ;  Nyack  and  Southern  (3)  ;  New  York,  Susquehanna  and 
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Western  (2)  ;  Central  Yew  England  (1)  ;  Yew  York  and  Stam¬ 
ford  (1)  ;  Montgomery  and  Erie  (1)  ;  and  Middletown,  Unionville 
and  Water  Gap  (1). 

Einal  orders  have  been  entered  in  settlement  of  24  of  the  above 
mentioned  proceedings ;  agreement  has  been  reached  in  41  others, 
in  which  papers  are  being  prepared  for  presentation  at  Special 
Term;  and  the  remaining  propositions  are  awaiting  verification 
by  the  State  Board  of  Tax  Commissioners.  Assurances  have 
been  made  that  proposed  settlements  will  be  submitted  in  practi¬ 
cally  all  of  the  other  railroad  cases  at  an  early  date. 

During  the  year,  290  new  proceedings  were  instituted.  This 
is  a  comparatively  small  number.  The  year  before  chapter  804 
of  the  Laws  of  1911  went  into  effect,  975  writs  of  certiorari  were 
obtained  to  review  special  franchise  assessments.  By  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Tax  Law  referred  to,  the  State  Board  of  Tax  Com¬ 
missioners  are  required  to  equalize  assessments  before  certifying 
the  same  to  be  placed  on  the  tax  rolls  of  the  cities,  towns  and  vil¬ 
lages  where  the  special  franchises  are  located. 

'Special  counsel  authorized  under  section  47  of  the  Tax  Law 
in  these  proceedings  have  again  been  avoided  this  year.  The 
cities,  towns  and  villages  throughout  the  State  have  thereby  bene¬ 
fited  to  the  extent  of  thousands  of  dollars,  as  by  said  section  the 
fees  and  disbursements  of  such  designated  attorneys  are  made 
a  charge  against  the  localities  interested.  Also  no  increase  has 
been  made  in  the  appointment  of  deputies  assigned  to  this  work. 
At  the  same  time  the  efficiency  of  disposing  of  these  matters  has 
not  been  impaired. 

Based  on  sound  public  policy  and  practical  experience,  it  was 
recommended  in  last  year’s  report  that  the  Tax  Law  be  amended 
in  several  particulars  in  reference  to  the  institution  of  these 
certiorari  proceedings.  A  bill  embodying  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  passed  the  Senate,  but  failed  of  enactment  in  the  Assembly. 
These  recommendations  are  again  urged,  namely:  (1)  that  cities, 
towns  and  villages  be  made  necessary  parties  defendant;  (2)  that 
payment  of  taxes  be  a  condition  precedent  to  review  of  assessments 
by  the  courts  ;  (3)  that  an  undertaking  to  cover  costs  be  required 
in  these  proceedings;  and  (4)  that  at  least  eight  days’  notice  be 
compelled  to  be  given  to  the  State  Board  of  Tax  Commissioners 
of  each  application  for  a  writ  of  certiorari. 
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The  total  number  of  assessments  under  review  in  proceedings 
finally  disposed  of  either  by  settlement  or  trial,  in  1913  is  341, 
with  an  aggregate  assessed  valuation  of  $373,021,997.  A  de¬ 
tailed  enumeration  of  these  cases  follows. 

Pending  proceedings  not  on  trial  or  appeal  are  at  issue.  The 
same  will  he  placed  on  the  court  calendars  as  rapidly  as  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  settlements  cannot  be  reached.  Agreements  have  been 
obtained  in  a  large  number  of  the  pending  cases  and  final  orders 
are  being  entered  as  soon  as  prepared  by  the  various  attorneys  for 
relators.  Most  of  the  current  proceedings  will  follow  the  basis 
agreed  upon  in  reference  to  the  assessments  for  earlier  years  under 
consideration. 


OPINIONS. 

During  the  past  year  there  wTere  written  by  this  Department 
opinions.  In  addition  to  this  number  a  great  many  letters  were 
written  giving  advice  upon  subjects  and  deemed  of  sufficient 
public  importance  to  demand  a  formal  opinion. 

Among  the  more  important  of  the  opinions  written  were  those 
effecting  the  Governor's  power  of  appointment  and  removal,  the 
power  of  the  Assembly  to  impeach  at  extraordinary  session,  and 
the  effect  of  impeachment  in  suspending  the  Governor’s  powers 
pending  trial.  On  all  of  these  subjects  opinions  were  rendered 
upon  request,  as  wfill  appear  more  in  detail  below. 

These  cases  covered  practically  new  fields  of  investigation  in 
which  there  were  few  guides  aside  from  the  general  canons  of 
construction  as  applied  to  constitutional  and  statutory  law. 

On  May  23,  1913,  a  request  was  made  by  the  Governor  as  to 
his  power  to  appoint  a  Superintendent  of  Prisons  after  the  failure 
to  qualify  of  Herman  Ridder,  whose  appointment  had  been  duly 
made  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate.  Because  of  the  number  of 
pending  appointments  and  the  peculiar  conditions  involved  in 
many  of  them,  I  deemed  it  prudent  to  advise  the  Governor  as 
to  the  provisions  of  law  which  seemed  to  me  to  apply  to  these 
various  cases.  John  Williams,  whose  term  as  Labor  Commis¬ 
sioner  had  expired  December  31,  1912,  and  who  was  holding  over, 
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resigned  and  the  Governor  attempted  during  the  recess  of  the 
Senate  to  appoint  J ohn  Mitchell,  whose  designation  previously  had 
not  been  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

The  opinion  decided  that  where  a  vacancy  exists  in  an  office, 
which  the  Constitution  of  the  State  or  the  Statutes  require  to  be 
tilled  by  the  Governor  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
by  reason  of  the  failure  of  the  person  duly  appointed  thereto  and 
confirmed  by  the  Senate  to  qualify,  and  such  vacancy  exists  or 
occurs  while  the  Senate  is  not  in  session  the  Governor  has  the 
power  to  fill  such  vacancy  by  appointment  for  a  term  which  will 
expire  at  the  end  of  twenty  days  from  the  commencement  of  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Senate.  Such  independent  power  of  appoint¬ 
ment  by  the  Governor,  however,  does  not  exist  in  cases  where  the 
term  of  office  has  expired,  even  though  the  incumbent  holding  over 
sees  fit  to  resign. 

The  position  taken  there  was  sustained  by  the  Court  of  Appeals 
in  passing  on  the  case  of  the  Commissioner  of  Labor,  in  People 
ex  rel.  John  Mitchell  v.  William  Sohmer,  as  State  Comptroller 
(209  X.  Y.  151),  where  it  was  decided  that  Mr.  Mitchell's  ap¬ 
pointment  was  not  valid. 

On  March  12th  Governor  Sulzer  requested  an  opinion  as  to 
what  provision  may  be  made  for  the  administration  of  the  office  of 
the  Superintendent  of  Prisons  pending  the  appointment  and  con¬ 
firmation  of  the  successor  to  Superintendent  Scott,  and  it  was  held 
that  where  there  is  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Prisons  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Governor  to  see  that  the  laws  in  refer- 
ence  to  the  prisons  are  executed.  So  far  as  those  duties  have  been 
delegated  to  the  clerk  bv  the  superintendent,  they  can  still  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  that  officer  if  he  remains  in  office.  If  he  does  not  so 
remain  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  executive,  to  the  best  of  his  abil- 
itv,  to  administer  the  affairs  of  the  office.  He  can  avail  himself 
of  the  benefit  of  the  clerical  force,  but  cannot  delegate  to  any 
member  of  such  force  any  discretionary  power  which  theretofore 
devolved  upon  the  superintendent. 

A  request  was  also  received  from  the  Governor  as  to  his  power 
to  appoint  a  successor  to  George  W.  Benham,  as  agent  and  warden 
of  Auburn  prison.  Early  in  January  Mr.  Benham  presented  his 
resignation  to  Superintendent  Scott,  but  the  resignation  was  not 
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accepted.  After  the  removal  of  Superintendent  Scott  by  Governor 
Sulzer,  Mr.  Benham  again  tendered  his  resignation  to  the  office 
of  Superintendent  of  State  Prisons,  which  was  then  being  admin¬ 
istered  by  representatives  of  the  Governor,  and  requested  that 
the  resignation  take  effect  when  his  successor  had  been  appointed 
and  qualified.  The  Governor  asked  to  be  advised  whether  he 
could  accept  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Benham  and  appoint  his  suc¬ 
cessor.  An  opinion  was  rendered  by  this  department  on  April  12, 
1913,  in  which  it  was  held  that  Mr.  Benham  as  de  facto  agent 
and  warden  may  be  permitted  to  continue,  or  the  Governor  may 
in  this  case  of  emergency  administer  the  affairs  of  the  office  under 
his  general  constitutional  powers.  The  resignation  of  a  public 
officer  is  complete  when  presented ;  an  acceptance  is  not  necessary 
to  make  it  effective.  The  Governor  has  not  the  power  to  appoint 
Mr.  Benham’s  successor. 

The  Governor  also  requested  an  opinion  as  to  his  power  to  dis¬ 
miss  from  the  service  John  G.  McDowell,  who  continued  as  chief 
clerk  of  the  Prison  Department  after  Colonel  Scott  was  removed. 
It  wTas  held  on  April  3d  that  the  Governor,  acting  as  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Prisons,  has  power  to  discharge  the  chief  clerk  to  the 
Superintendent  of  State  Prisons  when  the  proper  administration 
of  law  requires  such  action.  Such  discharge  is  effective  until 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  courts. 

The  Governor  then  requested  to  be  advised  whether  it  was 
necessary  for  a  member  of  the  State  Board  of  Charities  to  resign 
such  office  before  his  accepting  and  qualifying  for  the  office  of 
Superintendent  of  State  Prisons.  On  May  9tli  an  opinion  was 
rendered  holding  that  the  duties  of  the  offices  of  the  Superintendent 
of  State  Prisons  and  of  the  State  Board  of  Charities  not  being 
incompatible  it  is  not  necessary  for  a  member  of  the  State  Board 
of  Charities  to  resign  before  qualifying  as  Superintendent  of 
State  Prisons. 

There  was  then  submitted  by  the  State  Comptroller  a  statement 
to  the  effect  that  at  the  last  regular  session  of  the  Legislature 
Herman  Bidder  was  appointed  Superintendent  of  State  Prisons 
by  the  Governor  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate,  but  failed  to  qualify 
therefor  and  after  the  adjournment  of  the  regular  session  of  the 
Legislature,  the  Governor  upon  the  advice  of  the  Attorney-General 
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that  he  had  power  so  to  do  appointed  John  B.  Riley  to  such 
office,  and  on  June  16th  the  Senate  convened  in  extraordinary 
session.  The  Comptroller  desired  to  be  advised  whether  Mr. 
Riley  ceased  to  he  Superintendent  of  Prisons  twenty  days  after 
the  commencement  of  the  extraordinary  session,  as  hearing  upon 
the  right  of  Mr.  Riley  thereafter  to  receive  the  salary  of  the  office. 
It  was  held  that  the  term  of  office  of  a  Superintendent  of  State 
Prisons  appointed  by  the  Governor  when  the  Senate  is  not  in 
session  to  fill  a  vacancy  expires  twenty  days  after  the  next  meeting 
of  the  Senate,  whether  that  meeting  be  a  regular  or  an  extraordi¬ 
nary  session.  The  appointee,  however,  continues  in  office  until 
his  successor  has  duly  qualified,  and  is  entitled  to  the  salary  of 
the  office. 


The  Impeachment  of  Governor  Sulzer. 

The  first  opinion  on  this  subject  was  rendered  August  2,  1913, 
and  was  in  response  to  a  request  by  the  Governor  himself.  In  a 
letter  covering  several  pages  the  Governor  asked  for  advice  con¬ 
cerning  the  scope,  authority,  jurisdiction  and  power  of  the  legis¬ 
lative  investigating  committee  known  as  the  Frawley  committee. 
The  following  is  quoted  from  his  communication : 

“  It  is  within  the  appropriate  and  legitimate  functions  of 
the  Frawley  Investigating  Committee,  through  its  counsel  or 
otherwise,  to  issue  a.  request  in  letter  form,  and  send  the  same 
to  State  officials  and  other  citizens  of  the  State,  requesting  in 
substance,  that  they  furnish  information  to  the  Committee 
or  its  counsel,  as  to  what  campaign  contributions,  if  any,  they 
have  made  during  the  State  campaign  last  year,  which  re¬ 
sulted  in  my  election  as  Governor ;  and  further,  specifically  to 
make  inquiry  whether  such  campaign  contributions,  if  any, 
were  made  by  cash  or  by  check,  to  whom  and  when  and  how 
they  came  to  he  made,  and  for  what  purposes  they  were  made? 

7T  "if 

“  Is  it  your  opinion  that  said  Frawley  Investigating  Com¬ 
mittee  has  any  right  or  authority  to  make  any  report  to  any 
Legislature  prior  to  the  next  regular  session  of  the  Legisla¬ 
ture,  which  will  convene,  pursuant  to  article  X,  section  6  of 
the  Constitution,  on  the  first  Wednesday  in  January,  1914  ?  ” 


Report  of  the  Attorney-General. 


87 


In  response  to  this  request  an  opinion  was  rendered  holding  that 
the  joint  committee  of  the  Senate  and  Assembly,  appointed  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  concurrent  resolution  dated  May  2,  1913,  to  make  cer¬ 
tain  investigations,  the  powers  of  which  committee  were  extended 
by  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  adopted  at  the 
extraordinary  session  on  June  25,  1913,  has  power  to  investigate 
as  to  the  making  of  contributions  for  political  purposes  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Legislature  at  its  extraordinary  session,  and  for  that 
purpose  may  subpoena  and  cause  to  be  examined  under  oath  wit¬ 
nesses  upon  questions  pertinent  to  that  inquiry,  and,  in  case  of 
the  refusal  of  a  witness  to  attend  or  answer  a  legal  question  perti¬ 
nent  thereto,  such  witness  may  be  committed  by  a  judge  of  a  court 
of  record. 

This  opinion  was  immediately  followed  by  another  in  response 
to  an  inquiry  by  the  Governor  from  which  the  following  is  quoted: 

“  I  respectfully  request  that  you  furnish  me  with  a  formal 
opinion,  in  writing,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  extraordinary 
session  of  the  present  Legislature  which  convened  on  June  16, 
1913,  has  or  has  not  adjourned  sine  die ,  and  ceased  to  exist 
as  a  legislative  body  in  session,  and  can  lawfully  meet  and 
transact  legislative  business  on  August  11,  1913. 

“  The  facts  are  as  follows : 

“  On  May  8,  1913,  I  issued  a  proclamation  in  due  form 
convening  the  Legislature  in  extraordinary  session,  and  on 
June  16,  1913,  pursuant  to  such  proclamation,  the  extraordi¬ 
nary  session  convened. 

“  On  July  23,  1913,  the  Legislature  held  a  session  at  which 
I  am  creditably  informed  there  were  present  but  seventeen 
Senators  and  thirty-seven  Assemblymen,  less  than  a  quorum 
or  majority  in  either  house.  On  that  date,  and  at  that  session, 
the  official  journals  of  the  houses  purport  to  show  that  a  con¬ 
current  resolution  was  adopted  in  the  following  language:" 
(Then  follows  the  resolution  providing  for  adjournment  to 
August  11,  1913,  at  8.30  p.  m.) 

******* 

“  Is  not  such  an  attempted  legislative  recess,  or  purported 
adjournment  to  a  day  certain,  a  dissolution  of  the  present 
extraordinary  session  of  the  Legislature,  which  in  law  and 
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in  fact,  and  in  eifect,  amounts  to  a  dissolution  of  the  present 
extraordinary  session,  as  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  con¬ 
stitutional  provision  ? 

“  Can  the  present  extraordinary  session,  under  the  exist¬ 
ing  circumstances,  as  a  matter  of  law,  in  your  opinion,  right¬ 
fully  reconvene  on  August  11,  1913,  and  transact  any  further 
legislative  business  1 

u  Under  the  existing  circumstances,  can  the  present  duly 
elected  members  of  the  respective  branches  of  the  Legislature 
rightfully,  and  pursuant  to  the  Constitution  and  laws,  recon¬ 
vene  as  a  legislative  body  unless  the  Governor  issue  a  further 
proclamation  under  article  IV  of  section  4  of  the  State  Con¬ 
stitution,  calling  for  a  further  and  second  extraordinary 
session  of  the  Legislature  ?  ” 

It  was  held  that  the  extraordinary  session  of  the  present  Legis¬ 
lature  which  convened  on  June  16,  1913,  has  not  adjourned  sine 
die  or  ceased  to  exist  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  on  July  23,  1913,  a 
resolution  was  adopted  to  adjourn  to  August  11,  1913,  at  which 
session  it  is  claimed  that  less  than  a  quorum  of  the  members  of 
both  houses  were  present. 

On  August  18th,  what  was  probably  the  most  important  opinion 
in  connection  with  the  events  before  the  Impeachment  trial  was 
rendered.  The  Secretary  of  State  requested  this  Department  to 
advise  him  as  to  the  present  status  of  the  Governor  and  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant-Governor,  in  view  of  the  impeachment  presented  by  the 
Assembly.  In  reply  thereto  it  was  held  that  after  the  impeach¬ 
ment  of  the  Governor  by  the  Assembly  the  powers  and  duties  of 
the  office  devolve  upon  the  Lieutenant-Governor  until  the  disabil¬ 
ity  shall  cease;  that  the  term  “  impeachment  ”  is  used  in  this  con¬ 
nection  in  its  ordinary  sense  and  means  the  presentation  ot. 
charges ;  that  the  Assembly  is  not  precluded  from  the  exercise  of 
its  constitutional  powers  by  the  fact  that  at  the  time  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  which  it  forms  a  part  is  convened  in  extraordinary 

session  for  other  purposes. 

* 

The  principles  advanced  in  this  opinion,  and  by  inference  those 
contained  in  earlier  opinions,  were  sustained  by  Justice  Has- 
brouck  in  People  ex  rel.  Robin  v.  Hayes,  as  Warden,  (not  yet  re- 
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ported).  Robin  had  received  a  pseudo  pardon  from  the  Governor 
after  his  impeachment  and  the  case  arose  upon  an  application  for 
habeas  corpus  to  the  Supreme  Court  to  procure  Robin’s  release 
from  prison. 

On  September  22d  the  high  court  of  impeachment  in  an  opinion 
by  Presiding  Judge  Cullen  also  sustained  the  right  of  the  Assem¬ 
bly  to  impeach,  whereupon  the  Governor  ceased  to  make  his  claim 
to  act  as  chief  executive. 

A  memorandum  was  also  sent  to  the  clerk  of  the  Senate  describ¬ 
ing  the  proper  seal  for  the  Court  for  the  Trial  of  Impeachments. 
It  was  so  long  since  such  a  court  had  been  convoked  that  there  was 
considerable  confusion  regarding  the  seal,  and  some  difficulty  was 
experienced  in  construing  the  statutes  applicable  thereto,  which 
had  since  been  revised  and  consolidated. 


The  State  Constitution. 

The  department  was  called  upon  to  give  formal  interpretations 
of  the  State  Constitution  in  about  thirty  cases.  An  opinion  was 
rendered  at  the  request  of  the  Governor  in  which  it  was  held 
that  where  an  alien  has  committed  a  felony  and  been  sentenced, 
the  Governor  is  not  given  the  power  to  invest  such  alien  with 
citizenship  by  granting  a  pardon  or  otherwise. 

The  Senate  filed  an  inquiry  in  which  it  asked  if  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  had  the  power,  where,  under  chapter  298  of  the  Laws  of 
1912,  there  will  be  a  surplus  over  the  amount  of  moneys  neces¬ 
sary  to  complete  the  system  for  the  improvement  of  highways 
in  some  counties,  and  a  deficiency  in  others,  to  reapportion  the 
surplus  among  these  counties  which  will  need  additional  moneys 
to  complete  their  systems. 

It  was  also  held  in  an  opinion  solicited  by  the  State  Hospital 
Commission  that  the  bill  imposing  as  a  condition  of  employment 
that  the  officer  of  State  Hospitals  contribute  portions  of  their 
salaries  as  an  annuitv  fund  is  not  constitutional. 

It  was  held  in  response  to  a  request  from  the  State  Comptroller 
that  the  Legislature  has  no  power  under  the  Constitution  to  fix 
a  maximum  rate  of  interest  upon  the  State  debt,  giving  to  the 
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Comptroller  discretionary  power  as  to  the  fixing  of  the  exact 
rate  within  the  limit  prescribed. 

The  Senate  also  asked  if  the  Legislature  could  empower  Boards 
of  Supervisors  to  permit  the  Highway  Commission  to  complete 
trunk  line  systems  out  of  money  apportioned  to  the  respective 
counties  for  such  aid? 

It  was  held  that  the  money  derived  from  the  sale  of  bonds' 
provided  for  by  chapter  298  of  the  Laws  of  1912  can  only  be 
used  for  the  purposes  therein  specified  and  must  be  apportioned 
among  the  counties  of  the  State  as  in  the  chapter  provided.  The 
chapter  including  the  method  of  apportionment  having  been 
adopted  by  a  vote  of  the  People,  the  Legislature  has  no  power 
to  reapportion  the  funds,  or  any  portion  thereof. 

It  was  also  held  that  the  Legislature  has  no  power  to  au¬ 
thorize  boards  of  supervisors  to  permit  the  Highway  Commission 
to  reapportion  the  funds. 

The  question  was  raised  whether  under  the  Constitution  the 
State  Engineer  had  power  to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  the 
Barge  Canal  where  it  was  known  that  the  cost  would  exceed  the 
estimated  amount.  The  Comptroller  raised  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  further  payments  could  be  made  from  the  Barge 
Canal  appropriation.  It  was  held  that  although  the  State  En¬ 
gineer  has  stated  that  in  his  opinion  it  will  not  be  possible  to  com¬ 
plete  all  the  work  on  the  Barge  Canal  within  the  sum  authorized 
to  be  raised  by  bond  issue,  there  is  nothing  in  the  situation  re¬ 
quiring  the  abandonment  of  work  on  contracts  already  awarded, 
or  a  refusal  to  pay  for  work  already  performed. 


Anti-Cocaine  Law. 

After  a  wide  campaign  of  publicity  relative  to  the  misuse 
of  cocaine  in  this  State,  and  after  the  Legislature  had  given  the 
matter  careful  consideration,  section  1756  of  the  Penal  Law 
was  passed  in  1913,  which  prescribed  very  drastic  penalties  af¬ 
fecting  this  evil.  At  the  request  of  the  State  Board  of  Phar¬ 
macy  several  informal  and  two  formal  opinions  were  rendered, 
in  which  the  administration  of  the  law  was  outlined  rather 
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minutely.  In  one  of  these  opinions  it  was  held  that  veterinarians 
and  dentists  may  not  purchase  cocaine  of  a  druggist,  except  in 
the  original  package,  nor  may  prescriptions  signed  by  them  be 
filled. 

The  other  inquiry  was  “  What  is  required  of  a  physician  who 
administers  cocaine  lawfully  in  his  possession  to  his  patients?  ”, 
and  it  was  held  that  a  physician  administering  to  patients  for  the 
purpose  of  operations  cocaine  which  came  lawfully  into  his  pos¬ 
session  is  not  required  to  furnish  the  certificate  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  section  1746  of  the  Penal  Law,  stating  the 
name  of  the  vendee,  the  name  and  address  of  the  seller,  the  name 
and  address  of  the  physician  prescribing  the  drug,  the  date  of 
sale  and  the  amount  sold,  such  a  certificate  being  required  when 
the  physician  dispenses  the  drug  to  his  patients  in  the  sense  in 
which  drugs  are  dispensed  by  pharmacists.  He  must,  however, 
in  such  a  case  comply  with  paragraph  (j),  viz.:  enter  in  a  book 
kept  for  that  purpose  a  record  of  all  cocaine  disposed  of  by  him. 


Health  Law. 

Some  very  important  amendments  were  made  to  the  Public 
Health  Law  by  which  many  sections  were  added  thereto  and  the 
administrative  powers  of  health  officers  vastly  increased.  It  was 
said  in  response  to  a  request  from  the  health  officer  of  the  village 
of  LePoy  that  a  family  which  has  been  receiving  poor  relief 
from  their  town,  should,  upon  their  confinement  under  quaran¬ 
tine  hv  the  health  hoard  of  the  village  within  which  they  reside, 
be  supported  at  town  expense. 

In  response  to  a  request  from  the  Commissioner  of  Health 
it  was  held  that  the  Commissioner  of  Health  is  authorized  to 
pay  out  of  the  appropriation  for  his  department  the  expense  for 
the  care  of  an  Indian  family  ill  with  typhoid  fever. 

The  scope  of  the  act  relative  to  embalmers  was  outlined  at 
length  in  response  to  a  request  from  the  State  Board  of  Em¬ 
balming  Examiners,  of  May  17,  1913. 

In  response  to  an  inquiry  from  the  Commissioner  of  Health 
it  was  held  that  the  general  amendments  to  the  Public  Health 
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Law  repealed  by  implication  tlie  charter  provision  fixing  the 
compensation  of  the  health  officer  of  the  city  of  Rensselaer. 

In  an  opinion  rendered  at  the  request  of  the  State  Board  of 
( Rarities  it  was  held  that  a  corporation  might  not  he  formed 
for  the  purpose  of  practicing  optometry. 

I  he  State  Commissioner  of  Health  was  also  advised  upon  his 
request  that  a  local  board  of  health  has  no  authority  to  delegate 
its  power  to  inspect  or  remove  nuisances  to  sanitary  inspectors  or 
otherwise. 

It  was  also  held  in  an  opinion  addressed  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Health  that  the  charters  of  the  cities  of  Hew  Rochelle  and 
Rome,  so  far  as  inconsistent  with  the  Public  Health  Law,  were 
repealed  by  implication. 

It  was  also  pointed  out  that  in  building  the  new  prison  at 
Wingdale  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Health  Law  should  be 
followed  by  the  contractor  and  that  there  should  be  no  inter¬ 
ference  with  the  Hew  York  city  water  supply. 


The  Labor  Law. 

•  Many  controverted  questions  relative  to  the  administration  of 
the  Labor  Law  were  submitted  to  this  department,  and,  as  in 
the  past,  the  Attorney-General's  rulings  were  in  most  cases  ac¬ 
quiesced  in  and  resulted  in  defining  the  limits  of  jurisdiction. 
Troublesome  questions  relative  to  withholding  weekly  payments 
of  wa«’es  under  the  contention  that  the  amounts  withheld  were 

c 

payable  to  employees  benefit  funds  were  passed  upon. 

It  was  said  in  response  to  an  inquiry  from  the  Commissioner 
of  Labor  that  a  contract  made  by  an  employee  with  a  corpora¬ 
tion  by  whom  he  is  employed  that  he  will  forfeit  his  last  week's 
wages  unless  he  gives  a  week's  notice  on  leaving  the  employment 
of  the  company,  is  a  violation  of  the  statute  and  contrary  to  public 
policy. 

It  was  also  said  in  an  opinion  rendered  to  the  same  official  that 
a  corporation  which  has  attempted  to  enter  into  a  partnership 
with  two  individuals  is  not  exempt  from  the  requirements  of  the 
statute  directing  a  weekly  payment  of  wages. 
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This  same  official  submitted  an  inquiry  in  which  it  was  held 
that  an  agreement  required  by  a  corporation  of  its  employees 
that  they  will  deposit  two  dollars  weekly  of  their  wages  in  an 
employees’  bank  account ;  also  that  in  case  thirty  days'  notice 
of  leaving  is  not  given  extra  interest  earned  on  the  deposits  will 
be  forfeited,  and  containing  a  clause  by  which  an  agreement  not 
to  strike  is  made,  is  against  public  policy  and  violation  of  statute. 

By  chapter  467  of  the  Laws  of  1913  the  Legislature  passed 
a  law  fixing  the  minimum  wage  for  laborers,  workmen  and  me¬ 
chanics  on  the  Barge  Canal.  It  was  pointed  out,  however,  in  an 
opinion  rendered  at  the  request  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Work  and  the  State  Engineer  that  the  same  section  of  the  Labor 


Law  was  later  amended  by  chapter  494  “  to  read  as  follows and 
the  important  amendment  relative  to  a  minimum  wage  was  left  out. 
As  a  result  it  was  held  that  the  later  enactment  resulted  in  a  repeal 
of  the  earlier. 

It  was  also  held  in  an  opinion  rendered  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Labor  that  rooms  in  which  wearing  material  was  repaired  and 
altered  for  department  stores  and  other  mercantile  establish¬ 
ments  might  under  certain  circumstances  be  considered  fac¬ 


tories. 

It  was  held  in  an  opinion  rendered  to  the  State  Hospital  Com¬ 
mission  that  mechanics  employed  in  State  institutions  are  pro¬ 
tected  by  the  general  provisions  of  the  Labor  Law. 

In  a  later  opinion  the  definition  of  mechanic  was  extended  to 
cover  definite  cases  submitted. 

The  happening  of  several  disastrous  fires  lent  additional  im¬ 
portance  to  the  opinion  rendered  at  the  request  of  the  Acting  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Labor,  holding  that  the  industrial  board  of  the  State 
Department  of  Labor  has  power  to  adopt  rules  and  regulations 
making  more  stringent  provisions  for  the  protection  of  factory 
buildings  than  those  contained  in  the  Labor  Law,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  fact  that  the  law  itself  provides  for  the  same  subjects. 

It  was  also  pointed  out  to  the  Acting  Commissioner  of  Labor 
that  where  a  railroad  corporation  violated  the  provisions  of  law 
requiring  that  two  days’  rest  be  given  every  month  to  signalmen, 
the  railroad  was  liable  both  to  criminal  prosecution  and  civil 
action  for  a  penalty. 
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As  a  result  of  tlie  difficulties  arising  in  the  Labor  Depart¬ 
ment  upon  the  failure  of  the  Governor  to  appoint  a  commissioner, 
an  opinion  was  requested  as  to  the  power  of  the  Second  Deputy 
Commissioner  to  conduct  the  department.  It  was  held  that  the 
Second  Deputy  might  make  promotions  in  the  department  from 
one  grade  to  a  higher  grade. 

1  he  new  day  of  rest  law  made  necessary  several  opinions 
and  it  was  held  upon  the  request  of  the  Commissioner  of  Labor 
for  advice,  that  a  day  of  rest  must  be  granted  to  employees  in 
gas  and  electric  plants,  but  not  in  pumping  stations,  since  the  latter 
are  not  factories. 


The  Agricultural  Law. 

In  response  to  a  request  from  the  Commissioner  of  Agriculture 
the  following  opinions  were  rendered: 

That  the  Commissioner  of  Agriculture  should  refuse  to  issue 
a  certificate  for  the  sale  of  a  brand  of  concentrated  commercial 
feeding  stuff  under  a  brand  or  trade. name  of  “  Molasses  Feed77 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  misleading  and  deceptive.  The  same  rule 
applies  to  the  name  “  Oatmolene.” 

That  a  commission  merchant,  to  whom  farm  produce  shall 
have  been  consigned,  shall  not  be  required  to  obtain  a  license  and 
file  a  bond  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  chapter  457  of 
the  Laws  of  1913,  where  the  said  commission  merchant  turns  over 
said  farm  produce  to  a  duly  licensed  and  bonded  auctioneer  for 
sale  at  public  auction. 

It  was  also  held  upon  the  request  of  the  same  official  that 
brokers  of  the  great  hay  and  produce  exchanges  of  New  York  city 
were  required  to  be  licensed  and  bonded  when  in  connection  with 
their  brokerage  business  thev  also  conducted  the  business  of 

o  i 

commission  merchants,  dealing  in  hay  and  grain. 


The  Civil  Service  Law. 

At  no  time  has  the  department  been  requested  for  so  many' 
opinions  relative  to  the  Civil  Service  Law.  The  result  has  been 
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to  mark  a  considerable  advance  in  the  administration  and  to  fix 
with  certainty  the  rules  for  the  interpretation  thereof,  of  great 
importance  to  the  service. 

The  question  as  to  what  constitutes  a  promotion  has  long  been 
a  vexing  one.  The  inquiry  arose  in  the  office  of  the  District 
Attorney  of  New  York  county  and  it  was  held  in  an  opinion 
rendered  the  State  Civil  Service  Commission  that  a  promotion, 
under  the  constitutional  civil  service  provision,  is  an  advance¬ 
ment  to  a  higher  position,  an  elevation,  a  preferment.  The  grade 
of  an  employee  in  the  competitive  class  of  the  State  civil  service 
as  the  term  “grade”  is  used  in  section  16  of  the  Civil  Service 
Law,  is  fixed  by  the  position  for  which  he  passed  the  competitive 
examination  and  which  he  actually  occupies,  and  not  by  the  salary 
he  receives.  Where,  in  the  office  of  the  District  Attorney  of  New 
York  county,  there  are  fifty-seven  process  servers  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Attorney  proposes  to  increase  the  salaries  of  twelve  of  them 
for  meritorious  service,  under  a  statute  which  permits  him  to 
make  such  increases,  “  nowithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other 
law/'  and  where  such  increases  do  not  work  any  change  of  duties 
or  responsibilities,  such  increases  do  not  constitute  promotions 
either  under  the  Constitution  or  the  Civil  Service  Law. 

It  was  also  stated  in  an  opinion  rendered  the  Highway  De¬ 
partment  that  where  it  becomes  necessary  to  reduce  the  force  of 
employees,  veterans  and  firemen  are  entitled  to  preference  in 
retention,  but  there  is  no  express  statutory  preference  to  be  given 
as  among  themselves  to  Civil  War  and  Spanish  War  veterans 
and  exempt  firemen.  The  order  of  preference  given  in  other 
matters  by  statute  and  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  should 
have  some  weight  with  the  officers  having  power  of  removal. 
The  order  is  as  follows:  (a)  veterans  of  the  Civil  War;  (b) 
veterans  of  the  Spanish-American  War;  (c)  Exempt  firemen. 
Actual  notice  of  the  exemption  to  which  an  employee  is  entitled 
is  sufficient  to  preserve  his  rights. 

Another  important  opinion  rendered  the  State  Civil  Service 
Commission  was  to  the  effect  that  an  ordinance  adopted  by  the 
common  council  of  the  city  of  Buffalo,  requiring  that  engineers  be 
licensed  and  that  no  person  shall  be  granted  such  license  unless  he 
be  a  resident  of  the  city  of  Buffalo,  is  constitutional  and  applies 
to  the  employees  of  the  Buffalo  State  Hospital. 
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An  opinion  was  rendered  in  which  it  wras  held  that  a  county 
superintendent  of  highways  appointed  for  a  fixed  term  of  four 
years  holds  over  until  his  successor  is  appointed,  and  that  al¬ 
though  the  position  of  county  superintendent  of  highways  is  in 
the  competitive  class  and  has  a  fixed  term,  yet  he  may  be  reap¬ 
pointed  to  succeed  himself,  without  taking  any  further  examina¬ 
tion.  Where  a  county  superintendent  of  highways  is  not  ap¬ 
pointed  to  succeed  himself,  if  a  new  competitive  examination 
is  held  to  fill  the  vacancy,  he  may  participate  in  such  examination, 
and  would  be  entitled  to  preference  in  appointment  within  the 
provisions  of  section  21  of  the  Civil  Service  Law. 

In  an  opinion  rendered  at  the  request  of  the  State  Civil  Service 
Commission  it  was  held  that  employees  of  the  Palisades  Interstate 
Park  Commission  are  in  the  civil  service,  and  it  ivas  held  that 
where  an  employee  of  the  Commission  in  this  State  was  perform¬ 
ing  duties  of  a  character  which  necessarily  required  interstate  con¬ 
trol  with  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  the  State  Civil  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  is  justified  in  classifying  the  positions  in  the  exempt  class, 
inasmuch  as  competitive  examinations  would  not  he  practicable. 

Upon  the  request  of  the  Adjutant-General  it  was  said  that  clerks 
of  the  New  York  State  Monuments  Commission  should  be  ap¬ 
pointed  under  the  Civil  Service  Law,  as  the  commission  is  not  a 
military  department. 


LIome  Rule  Law. 

It  was  a  popular  conception  that  the  Home  Rule  Law  had  con¬ 
ferred  very  broad  powers  upon  municipalities.  In  an  opinion  ren¬ 
dered  in  the  form  of  an  address  to  the  Annual  Convention  of 
Mayors  in  the  city  of  Binghamton,  it  was  pointed  out  that  the 
powers  conferred  by  this  hill  were  very  much  restricted  and  with¬ 
out  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  the  full  measure  of  home 
rule  is  not  yet  achieved.  In  the  only  adjudicated  case  construing 
this  law  Mr.  Justice  Pooley  has  concurred  with  this  opinion  as  re¬ 
ported  in  Gibbs  v.  Luther  (81  Misc.  611). 

Special  questions,  affecting  the  city  of  Kingston  and  other 
municipalities  have  also  been  passed  upon. 
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Bronx  County  Act. 

The  creation  of  the  new  county  of  Bronx  raised  very  trouble¬ 
some  questions.  It  was  held  in  an  opinion  rendered  the  State  Su¬ 
perintendent  of  Elections  that  a  residence  of  four  months  preced¬ 
ing  the  election  within  the  territory  included  by  Bronx  county 
must  be  had  by  a  citizen  in  connection  with  the  other  qualifications 
required  for  the  exercise  of  the  light  of  franchise  in  order  that  he 
may  vote  in  the  election  of  last  year  in  an  election  district  in  Bronx 
county. 

It  was  also  said  in  response  to  a  request  from  the  State  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  Commission  that  Bronx  county  officers  must  reside  within  the 
territory  of  the  Bronx  and  that  New  York  county  officers  residing 
therein  will  be  ineligible  to  hold  their  New  York  county  offices, 
but  as  to  employees,  it  was  pointed  out  that  the  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission  might  make  rules  respecting  their  transfer  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  county  services. 


The  Election  Law. 

The  Election  Law  as  in  the  past  has  required  considerable  inter¬ 
pretation.  It  was  held  in  an  opinion  rendered  at  the  request  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  that  the  Democratic  and  Progressive  parties 
are  the  two  principal  parties  into  which  the  people  of  the  counties 
of  Queens  and  Richmond  are  divided,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
legislative  law  providing  for  the  publication  of  the  session  laws. 
This  construction  was  upheld  in  the  case  of  People  ex  rel.  Bonheiu* 
v.  Christ  (208  N.  Y.  6).  When  the  question  of  the  application  of 
the  law  to  election  officers  was  presented,  it  was  held  in  an  opinion 
addressed  to  the  Superintendent  of  Elections  that  the  two  political 
parties  which,  at  the  general  election  next  preceding  that  for  which 
such  officers  are  to  serve,  cast  the  highest  and  next  highest  number 
of  votes  in  the  State,  are  the  parties  entitled  to  appointment  of 
inspectors  of  election,  ballot  clerk  and  poll  clerks.  The  two  polit¬ 
ical  parties  which,  at  the  last  general  election  preceding  the  date 
of  the  certificates  recommending  persons  for  appointment  as  com¬ 
missioners  of  election,  cast  the  highest  and  next  highest  number  of 
votes  for  Governor  are  the  parties  entitled  to  the  appointment  of 

4 


98 


Report  of  the  Attorney-General. 


such  commissioners  of  election.  The  Democratic  and  Republican 
parties  were  thus  entitled  to  the  recommendations. 

The  Secretary  of  State  was  advised  on  his  request  that  the  name 
“  'Gay nor  Independent  League,”  not  so  nearly  resembling  that  oi 
the  membership  corporation  “  Independence  League,”  as  to  be  cal¬ 
culated  to  deceive,  may  be  accepted  for  recording  with  the  proposed 
certificate  of  incorporation.  The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  required 
to  record,  however,  representations  of  a  shovel  enclosed  in  a  black 
square,  which  is  included  in  the  proposed  certificate,  as  the  emblem 
of  the  Gaynor  Independent  League.  It  is  not  improper  in  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  a  membership  corporation  to  state  that  the  corporation 
is  formed  for  the  purpose  of  affording  a  means  for  its  members  and 
their  associates  to  promote  a  political  campaign. 


Memoranda  and  Reports. 

Important  memoranda,  communications  and  reports  regarding 
the  conservation  of  natural  resources,  the  title  to  office  and  actions 
against  corporations,  about  twenty-five  in  number  were  rendered  as 
follows : 

Control  of  Niagara  water  power. 

Yonkers  street  car  strike. 

Federal  regulation  of  water  power  within  New  York  State. 
Report  on  dissolution  of  Emergency  Laboratory. 

Report  on  dissolution  of  John  J.  Radley  &  Co.,  Inc. 

Report  on  removal  of  officers  of  St.  Louis  Lead  Co. 

Report  on  usurpation  of  offices  in  Richmond  Land  Co. 

Report  on  patent  for  sale  of  lands  of  P.  J.  B.  Smith. 

Report  on  lands  under  water,  Tomkins  Stone  Cove  Co. 

Report  on  surplus  waters  of  Niagara  river. 

Memorandum  on  unfair  trade  agreement  by  Plumbers’  Union. 
Report  on  dissolution  of  Northern  Contracting  Co. 

Report  on  office  of  Herkimer  County  Clerk. 

Report  on  supervisor  at  Lake  Pleasant. 

Report  on  surplus  waters  of  Oswego  river. 

Report  on  dissolution  of  Magnetite  Mining  Co. 

Report  on  action  against  Nottingham  Knitting  Co. 
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Report  on  lands  of  Little  Falls  &  Johnstown  Ry.  Co. 

Report  on  dissolution  of  Independent  Busker  Kranken  Unter- 
stuezungs  Verein. 

Report  on  application  to  oust  John  B.  Fenner  as  Fulton  Elec¬ 
tion  Commissioner. 


Miscellaneous. 

In  response  to  a  letter  from  Col.  Horatio  C.  King,  it  was  held 
that  confederate  as  well  as  federal  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  are 
included  within  the  term  “  veterans  ”  as  referred  to  in  chapter 
227  of  the  Laws  of  1912,  providing  for  the  celebration  of  the 
fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  battle  of  Gettysburg  and  appropriating 
funds  for  the  transportation  of  veterans  thereto. 

An  opinion  has  been  rendered  in  response  to  a  request  from  the 
register  of  Hew  York  county  that  a  corporation  can  not  do  busi¬ 
ness  under  more  than  one  corporate  name  and  later  this  ruling  was 
extended  to  include  a  joint  stock  association. 

In  response  to  a  request  from  the  Superintendent  of  Banks  it 
was  held  that  bonds  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  of  Portland, 
Oregon,  of  Louisiana  and  of  Hew  Mexico  are  legal  investments 
for  savings  banks. 

It  was  also  held  that  a  town  clerk  might  issue  a  marriage  license 

on  Sunday. 

The  Governor  requested  an  opinion  as  to  what  action  he  should 
take  where  local  officials  did  not  prevent  Sunday  baseball.  It  was 
held  that  Sunday  baseball  is  prohibited  under  the  following  con¬ 
ditions:  (1)  where  admission  is  charged;  (2)  where  it  is  open  to 
the  general  public;  (3)  where  it  disturbs  the  peace. 

The  erection  of  a  monument  commemorating  the  victory  of 
Perry  at  Lake  Erie,  out  of  funds  appropriated  for  a  general  cele¬ 
bration,  was  sanctioned. 

The  status  of  the  present  Wingdale  prison  contract  was  dis¬ 
cussed  on  request  of  the  State  Commission  of  Prisons. 

It  was  pointed  out  that  justices  of  the  peace  have  no  power  to 
accept  fees  or  reimbursement  for  issuing  a  weapon  license. 

A  large  number  of  opinions  were  written  in  regard  to  corpora¬ 
tions,  city,  county  and  village  officers,  hospitals  for  the  insane, 
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the  tax  Jaw,  weights  and  measures  law,  banking  and  insurance 
laws,  boards  of  supervisors,  claims  against  the  State,  the  codes  of 
civil  procedure  and  of  criminal  procedure,  compensation  of  State 
employees,  penal  commutations  and  the  sentence  of  convicts  gener¬ 
ally,  district  attorneys,  the  highway  law,  judgments,  jury  duty, 
special  laws,  liens,  mergers  of  companies,  mortgage  taxation,  suf¬ 
ficiency  of  notices  and  publication,  the  penal  law,  personal  prop¬ 
erty  law,  plans  and  specifications  for  State  work,  the  poor  law, 
private  banking,  convict  made  goods,  the  conduct  of  prize  fights 
under  the  State  law,  powers  of  the  public  service  commission, 
quarantine  law,  application  of  statutes  passed  under  authority  of 
referendum,  removal  from  office  or  employment,  residence,  service 
of  papers  on  attorney-general,  special  franchises,  State  agricultural 
schools  and  colleges,  State  armories,  charities  law,  State  engineer, 
finance  law,  State  fire  marshal,  stock  transfer  tax  law,  superin¬ 
tendent  of  public  works,  appropriation  of  land,  vacancies  in  office, 
and  the  status  of  veterans. 

The  foregoing  contains  a  brief  review  of  the  more  important  of 
the  legal  proceedings  which  this  department  has  appeared  in  and 
some  of  the  important  opinions  rendered  during  the  past  year. 
The  opinions  have  been  published  quarterly  and  distributed  ao- 
cording  to  the  plan  reported  in  my  last  annual  report,  A  more 
detailed  statement  of  the  proceedings  mentioned  and  of  all  other 
proceedings  which  this  department  has  appeared  in  during  the 
past  year,  appears  in  the  appendix  which  follows. 

An  examination  of  this  report  will  show  that  the  volume  of 
business  during  the  past  year  has  greatly  increased,  due  prin¬ 
cipally  to  the  passing  of  new  laws  and  the  creation  of  new  de¬ 
partments  and  extensions  by  statutory  enactment  of  the  powers  of 
existing  departments.  All  of  this  increased  business  has  been 
attended  to  promptly,  without  any  increase  in  the  salary  list  of 
this  department.  It  is  due  to  the  deputies  and  other  employees  of 
this  department  to  thus  call  attention  to  the  diligence,  zeal  and 
efficiency  with  which  they  have  borne  the  increased  burdens  im¬ 
posed  upon  them  during  the  past  year. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 
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SUMMARY  FOR  THE  YEAR  1913. 

Money  recovered  for  the  State  during  the  year,  ex- 


elusive  of  Agricultural  violations,  State  Hospital 

Bureau,  and  Conservation  Bureau . 

Money  recovered  for  State  Hospitals : 

Maintenance  account . $19,370  46 

Costs  and  disbursements .  5,054  33 

$41,356  09 

Total  . 

24,424  79 

Money  recovered  for  State  under  Conservation  Law 
Money  recovered  for  State  in  enforcement  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  and  Pure  Food  Law . 

30,743  69 

57,348  29 

Total  amount  of  money  recovered  for  State  by 

this  department  . .  $153,872  86 


Humber  of  violations  of  Agricultural  and  Pure 
Food  Law,  referred  to  this  department  by  the 

Department  of  Agriculture . 

Total  number  of  proceedings  in  Supreme  Court  in 

which  this  department  appeared . 

Mortgage  foreclosures  .  400 

Partitions  .  54 

Actions  against  State  officials .  70 

Voluntary  dissolutions  .  75 

Sequestrations  .  11 

Prosecutions  under  Conservation  Law  169 

Miscellaneous  actions .  154 

State  Llospital  proceedings  .  429 

1,713 

1,362 

Humber  of  motions  at  Special  Term  in  which  this 
department  appeared . 

175 
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dumber  of  proceedings  in  Surrogate's  Court .  635 

Exclusive  of  State  Hospital  Bureau.  352 

In  Hospital  Bureau .  283 


Applications  to  amend  charter  of  incorporation  or 

for  change  of  name .  25 

dumber  of  cases  argued  in  Court  of  Appeals .  30 

Decisions  in  favor  of  State .  18 

Decisions  against  State .  10 

Undecided  .  2 


Xumber  of  cases  argued  in  Appellate  Division.  ...  68 

Decisions  in  favor  of  'State .  36 

Decisions  against  State .  26 

Undecided  .  6 


Xumber  of  claims  tried  in  Board  of  Claims .  482 

Amount  claimed . $9,881,997  42 

Xumber  of  claims  dismissed  with  no  award.  .  .  .  278 

Amount  of  dismissed  claims . $1,984,707  57 

Xumber  of  bonds  examined .  646 

Bonds  approved  .  553 

Bonds  disapproved .  93 


Xumber  of  powers  of  attorney  examined .  26 

Powers  of  attorney  approved .  22 

Powers  of  attorney  disapproved.  ...  4 


Xumber  of  certificates  of  incorporation  examined.  .  91 

Xumber  of  applications  presented  to  the  Land 

Board  and  examined .  77 

Xumber  of  titles  of  land  examined  for  other  than 

Barge  canal  purposes .  35 

Xumber  of  titles  to  land  examined  for  Barge  canal  893 

Written  formal  opinions  furnished  during  the  year 
(excluding  communications  formal  and  informal 
to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office) .  221 
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Written  opinions  furnished  to  Commissioners  of  the 

Land  Office  .  31 

Applications  for  leave  to  commence  actions  in  the 

name  of  the  people  presented  to  this  department.  18 

Hearings  held  upon  applications  for  leave  to  com¬ 
mence  actions  (including  three  in  which  applica¬ 
tions  were  filed  during  1913) .  19 


State  Hospital  Bureau. 

Cases  commenced  for  appointment  of  committee.  .  429 

Proceedings  in  Surrogate’s  Court  for  State  hospitals  283 

Cases  other  than  committee  proceedings  and  Surro¬ 
gate’s  proceedings  .  477 

Cases  in  which  committees  have  been  appointed.  .  .  377 

Cases  pending  uncompleted  for  appointment  of 

committee  .  37 

Cases  discontinued  for  appointment  of  committee.  15 

Maintenance  accounts  collected .  $19,370  46 

Cost  and  disbursements  collected .  5,054  33 
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REPORT  OF  NEW  YORK  CITY  BUREAU. 


December  31,  1913. 

Hon.  Thomas  Carmody,  Attorney-General ,  Albany,  N.  Y. : 

Dear  Sir. —  I  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report  of  the 
business  transacted  in  your  New  York  City  Bureau  for  the  year 
ending  December  31,  1913: 

I.  Certiorari  Proceedings  to  Review  Special  Franchise 
Tax  Assessments  Affecting  New  York  City. 

These  proceedings  are  instituted  by  the  issue  of  a  writ  of 
certiorari  out  of  the  Supreme  Court,  directed  to  the  State  Board 
of  Tax  Commissioners,  to  review  assessments  of  special  fran¬ 
chises  operated  in  the  five  boroughs  of  the  city  of  New  York. 
The  State  board  is  represented  by  the  Attorney-General  in  these 


cases. 

1913. 

Jan.  1.  Number  of  cases  pending .  198 

Assessments  involved .  $1,048,538,824 

Number  of  cases  disposed  of  during 

year  1913 .  59 

Assessments  involved .  $355,205,564 

Number  of  cases  added  during  year 

1913 .  52 

Assessments  involved .  $344,322,513 

Dec.  31.  Number  of  cases  pending .  191 

Assessments  involved .  $1,037,655,773 


Number  of  cases  pending  on  appeal 
including  cases  brought  in  subse¬ 
quent  years  by  same  relators  await¬ 


ing  determination  of  said  appeals.  .  87 

Proceedings  affecting  Nassau  county, 

number  of  cases .  3 

Assessments  involved .  $675,000 
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II.  Legal  Work  as  Counsel  to  State  Hospital  Commis¬ 
sion"  in  the  Matter  of  Four  State  Hospitals,  viz..  Man- 
iiattan,  Kings  Park,  Central  Islip  and  Long  Island. 


a.  Committees  appointed  pursuant  to  sections  2323 

and  2323-a  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure.  .  .  214 

b.  Accounting  proceedings .  143 

c.  Proceedings  in  Surrogates’  Courts .  98 

d.  Miscellaneous  cases .  107 

e.  Costs  and  disbursements  collected .  $2,799  89 

f.  Amount  collected  for  maintenance .  9,586  93 

g.  Applications  for  release  of  patients  pursuant  to 

Insanity  Law,  section  94 .  5 

h.  Writs  of  habeas  corpus .  18 

i.  Writs  of  mandamus  .  1 

j.  Prosecutions  under  section  914  of  the  Code  of 

Criminal  Procedure .  1 


III.  Agricultural  Law,  Prosecutions  of  violations  of. 


Appeals  briefed  and  argued . 

Preparation  of  informations  and  affidavits  to 
procure  warrants  and  prosecutions. 

Humber  of  cases  . 

Amount  of  fines  collected . 

Judgments  for  costs  on  appeal  collected . 

Injunction  proceeding  defended . 

Amount  of  collections  . 


13 


16 

$1,100  00 
7 
1 

$714  40 


IV.  Appeals. 

Humber  of  appeals  briefed  and  argued .  34 

Humber  of  appeals  successful .  24 

Humber  of  appeals  unsuccessful .  5 

Humber  of  appeals  withdrawn .  3 

Humber  of  appeals  pending  and  undetermined .  3 

IV-a.  Conservation  Law,  Actions  for  the  collection  of  penal¬ 
ties  for  violations  of  sections  176,  321  and  373. 


Humber  of  cases  .  5 

Penalties  collected .  $140  00 
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V.  Corporations,  Dissolution  of,  under  article  9  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Corporation  Law,  Receiver’s  Accounts,  Removal  and  Dis¬ 
charge  of  Receiver,  etc.,  articles  10-A,  11  and  12  of  the  General 
Corporation  Law. 

Number  of  cases  .  79 

VI.  Costs. 

Collected  in  actions  and  proceedings .  $959  34 

VII.  Detectives. 

(a)  Revocation  of  License  of,  under  sections  70  to  75  of  the 
General  Business  Law. 

Number  of  cases  .  1 

(b)  Criminal  Prosecutions  of  under  sections  70  to  74  of 
the  General  Business  Law. 

Number  of  cases  .  2 

VIII.  Elections. 

Appointed  special  deputies  to  prosecute  alleged  viola¬ 
tions  of  Election  Law .  50 

They  were  assigned  as  follows : 

To  the  main  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Elec¬ 
tions,  No.  47  West  Forty-second  street,  Manhattan 

borough .  7 

To  Brooklyn  branch  office  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Elections,  180  Montague  street,  borough  of  Brook- 

lyn .  5 

To  the  Magistrate’s  Courts  in  the  several  boroughs.  .  36 

Attorney-General’s  New  York  City  Bureau .  2 

The  number  of  persons  arraigned  in  Magistrate’s 

Courts  for  alleged  violation  of  Election  Law.  .  .  .  220 

Number  held  for  Special  Sessions  and  grand  jury.  .  11 

Applications  to  strike  names  from  registers  under 

section  153  of  the  Election  Law .  58 

Number  granted .  56 

Withdrawn .  1 

Denied .  1 
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IX.  Escheated  Lands,  Actions  and  proceedings  relating  to, 
brought  under  section  1977-ff  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure. 

Xumber  of  cases  .  3 

X.  Habeas  Corpus,  Writs  of. 

Xumber  of  cases  already  referred  to  in  paragraph 

II  of  this  report . ' .  18 

XI.  Hearings,  on  petitions  filed  with  the  AttorneyHeneral 
for  the  dissolution  of  corporations,  under  section  102  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Corporation  Law,  to  remove  directors,  etc.,  under  section  90 


of  the  said  law,  etc. 

Xumber  of  cases  .  5 

XII.  Mandamus,  Writs  of. 

Xumber  of  cases  .  7 


XIII.  Motor  Vehicle  Law,  Prosecutions  and  Violations  of, 
under  sections  282,  subdivision  1,  284  and  289  of  the  Highway 
Law. 

Xumber  of  cases  .  6 

XIV.  Xuisances.  Interstate  —  Xew  York  and  Xew  Jersev. 

Two  investigations  have  been  conducted  in  this  bureau  of 
nuisances  originating  in  the  State  of  Xew  Jersey  and  affecting 
citizens  of  the  State  of  Xew  York;  the  localities  affected  are 
along  the  Kill  von  Kull  in  Staten  Island  and  on  Riverside  Drive 
from  about  74th  street  to  about  135th  street  on  Manhattan  Island. 
Opposite  these  points  in  Xew  Jersey  factories  are  operated  for  the 
manufacture  of  chemicals.  Some  of  the  waste  or  escaping  chem¬ 
icals  are  borne  by  the  wind  when  in  the  right  quarter  and  are 
claimed  to  inuriously  affect  the  health  and  property  of  citizens 
of  this  State. 

At  the  request  of  the  Attorney-General,  the  State  Commissioner 
of  Health  has  caused  to  be  made  investigations  in  the  factories 
complained  of  and  at  the  localities  in  this  State  that  are  affected. 

In  the  Staten  Island  case,  the  report  has  been  printed  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Governor  of  this  State,  who  has  made  a  formal 
demand  on  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Xew  Jersev  to  abate 

r / 

the  nuisance. 
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A  request  for  a  more  extended  examination  has  been  made  to 
the  State  Commissioner  of  Health  in  the  Riverside  Drive  case. 

If  the  State  of  New  Jersey  fails  to  abate  the  nuisance  within  a 
reasonable  time,  it  is  expected  that  appropriate  actions  will  he 
instituted  in  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  to  accomplish 
such  abatement. 

An  action  to  permanently  enjoin  the  State  of  New  Jersey  and 
the  Passaic  Valley  Sewerage  Commission  from  constructing  a 
trunk  line  sewer  draining  the  Passaic  valley  through  an  outlet  in 
upper  New  York  bay  is  now  pending  in  the  United  States  Su¬ 
preme  Court.  The  evidence  was  completed  during  the  past  year 
and  is  in  the  course  of  preparation  for  printing  and  submission 
to  the  court. 

Number  of  cases  .  3 

XV.  Partition,  foreclosure  of  mortgages,  foreclosure  of  tax 
liens,  vacation  of  letters  patent  under  section  1057  of  the  Code 
of  Civil  Procedure. 

Number  of  cases .  63 

XVI.  Private  Bankers,  Proceedings  under  chapter  348  of 
the  Laws  of  1910,  as  amended. 

Number  of  cases  .  15 

XVII.  Public  Health  Law,  Actions  under  sections  138,  139 
and  144. 

Number  of  cases .  4 

XVIII.  Quo  Warranto  Actions,  under  section  1948  of  the 
Code  of  Civil  Procedure. 

Number  of  cases .  2 

XIX.  Registration  of  Title  to  Real  Property,  pursuant 
to  Article  12  of  the  Real  Property  Law  so-called  Torrens  Law 
cases. 

Number  of  cases .  20 

XX.  Tax  Law. 

Proceedings  and  actions  under  sections  180,  227  and  276. 
Number  of  cases  .  5 
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XXI.  State  Treasurer. 

(a)  Withdrawal  of  moneys  on  deposit  with,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  2747  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure. 

Xumber  of  cases .  26 

(b)  Deposit  of  moneys  into  State  Treasury  under  section 

2747  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  under  accounting  proceed¬ 
ings  .  .  .  . .  $7,360  22 

XXII.  Surrogates’  Proceedings. 

(a)  Including  proceedings  for  the  construction  and  judicial 
interpretation  of  Wills. 

Xumber  of  cases .  197 

(b)  Including  charitable  trusts. 

Xumber  of  cases .  16 

Total  value  of  charitable  trusts  claimed  to  be  invalid  for 

indefiniteness  of  beneficiaries  upheld  by  the  Attorney- 

General  .  $135,000 

XXIII.  Transfer  of  Court  Funds. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  section  744-a  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Pro¬ 
cedure. 

Xumber  of  cases .  15 

Amount  transferred . $34,041  41 

(b)  Pursuant  to  section  44  of  the  State  Finance  Law. 

Xumber  of  cases .  9 

Amount  transferred . $57,281  05 

XXIV.  Miscellaneous  Actions  and  Proceedings. 

(Inclusive  of  miscellaneous  cases  referred  to  in  paragraph 
II  hereof.) 

Xumber  of  cases .  45 
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UNITED  STATES  SUPREME  COURT,  No.  3,  Original. 

The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  Complainants,  vs. 
The  State  of  New  Jersey  and  the  Passaic  Valley  Sew¬ 
erage  Commissioners,  Defendants. 

This  is  an  action  brought  in  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
to  enjoin  the  defendants  from  constructing  a  trunk  line  sewer 
through  the  Passaic  River  valley  across  Newark  hay  and  thence 
to  New  Arork  bay  discharging  at  or  near  Robins  reef. 

During  the  year  1913,  the  taking  of  the  evidence,  before  a  Com¬ 
missioner  appointed  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  has 
been  concluded  and  the  record  and  exhibits  are  now  in  course  of 
preparation  for  printing  and  submission  to  the  court  for  de¬ 
termination. 

People  ex  rel.  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  vs.  William 
A.  Prendergast,  Comptroller  of  the  City  of  New  York, 
and  John  Williams,  Commissioner  of  Labor  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  impleaded,  and  others. 

This  is  an  application  for  the  issue  of  a  writ  of  mandamus  to 
the  comptroller  of  the  city  of  New  York  to  pay  moneys  on  account 
of  the  Bayridge  Improvement  contract.  Objected  to  by  the  At¬ 
torney-General  who  intervened  in  behalf  of  the  State  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Labor  upon  the  ground  that  the  contract  related  to 
public  work,  to  which  a  State  Commission  was  a  party,  and  did 
not  contain  a  provision  with  respect  to  an  eight  hour  day  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  3,  article  2,  of  the  Labor  Law.  Prepared  memo¬ 
randum  ;  attended  argument ;  final  order  granting  a  writ. 

Surrogate’s  Court.  Queens  County. 

Ma  tter  of  Accounting  of  Executors  of  Estate  of  John 

Niederstein,  Deceased. 

The  above  named  decedent  was  formerly  county  clerk  of  Queens 
county  and  collected  mortgage  taxes  to  the  amount  of  $4,012,  which 
at  his  death  had  not  been  paid  over  to  the  State  as  required  by 
law. 
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In  January,  1913,  the  full  amount  of  the  taxes  above  stated 
and  interest  to  date  of  payment  were  collected  by  this  office  from 
the  legal  representatives  of  the  decedent  and  paid  over  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  statute. 

Other  important  cases  will  be  found  referred  to  elsewhere  in 
this  report.  Respectfully  submitted, 

WILLIAM  A.  McQUAID, 

Deputy  Attorney-General . 


BOARD  OF  CLAIMS  DEPARTMENT. 


There  were  12  terms  of  the  Board  of  Claims  held  during  the 
year  at  Albany,  Saratoga,  Syracuse,  Rochester,  Buffalo  and  New 
York;  sessions  continuing  from  two  to  six  weeks  each.  Eleven 
claims  were  tried  before  the  official  referees. 

Four  hundred  and  eighty-two  claims  were  tried  during  the 
year  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  $9,881,997.42. 

Three  hundred  and  thirty-two  barge  canal  claims  were  tried 
amounting  to  $9,358,333.73. 

One  hundred  and  twenty-seven  canal  claims  were  tried,  the 
amount  claimed  being  $336,511.05. 

Thirteen  claims  other  than  canal  were  tried,  the  claims  being 
for  the  sum  of  $44,798.24. 

Ten  personal  injury  claims  were  tried,  the  aggregate  amount 
claimed  being  $142,354.40. 

Two  hundred  and  seventy-eight  claims  were  dismissed,  amount¬ 
ing  to  $1,984,707.57. 


Five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  claims  were  filed,  amounting  to 
$15,531,566.38: 

Three  hundred  and  sixty-one  of  these  were  permanent  appro¬ 
priation  claims,  the  amount  claimed  being  $11,678,386.44. 

Nineteen  claims  were  claims  for  destruction  of  water  power 
and  water  rights,  the  amount  claimed  being  $2,095,841.24. 

Eight  were  on  contracts,  the  amount  claimed  being  $1,168,- 
551.11. 

One  hundred  and  nine  claims  were  filed  growing  out  of  the 
operation  of  the  old  canal,  the  amount  claimed  being  $80,354.39. 

Twenty-two  claims  for  personal  injuries  were  filed,  the  amount 
claimed  being  $214,571.44. 

Thirty-nine  claims  were  for  other  than  canal  damages,  the 
amount  claimed  being  $293,861.76. 

[115] 
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Eight  hundred  and  eighty-eight  judgments  were  received  dur¬ 
ing  the  year  1913,  the  amount  claimed  by  claimants  being  $4,- 

082.920.40: 

✓ 

Four  hundred  and  twenty-seven  of  these  were  barge  canal 
claims,  amounting  to  $3,253,926.52. 

The  awards  in  these  cases  amounted  to  $896,508.88. 

Three  hundred  and  thirty-three  of  the  judgments  were  on  canal 
claims,  amounting  to  $322,901.98,  and  the  awards  in  these  claims 
was  $39,877.49. 

Twenty-four  were  for  other  than  canal  claims,  the  amount 
claimed  being  $465,836.90,  and  the  awards  were  $63,055.10. 

Four  were  for  personal  injuries,  the  amount  claimed  being 
$41,254.50.  Three  claims  were  dismissed  and  a  judgment  en¬ 
tered  in  one  for  the  sum  of  $654.50. 


CASES  TRIED  BEFORE  REFEREES. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  chapter  229  of  the  Laws  of  1911 
there  was  referred  to  Judge  Haight,  as  official  referee,  the  claim 
of  the  First  Construction  company  against  the  State  involving 
a  claim  for  the  sum  of  $3,101,509.21  for  the  appropriation  of  land 
in  Gowanus  bay  for  barge  canal  terminal  purposes.  Judge  Haight 
has  decided  many  of  the  legal  questions  involved,  referring  back 
to  the  Board  of  Claims  the  question  of  the  amount  of  damages 
and  that  part  of  the  action  is  now  pending  before  the  Board. 

There  was  also  referred  to  Judge  Haight  the  case  of  George 
L.  Pratt  and  others  against  the  State,  a  claim  for  $3,243,430  on 
account  of  permanent  appropriation  of  land,  buildings,  water 
rights  and  structures  in  the  town  of  Volnev.  This  case  is  still 
pending  before  Judge  Haight  undetermined. 

The  case  of  James  O.  Poillon,  individuallv,  and  as  executor 

/  xJ  / 

and  trustee  against  the  State  of  Yew  York,  for  the  sum  of  $400,- 
142.62  filed  for  the  alleged  appropriation  of  a  property  right  in 
Henrv  Street  basin,  which  basin  was  included  within  the  lines 
of  the  canal  terminal  in  Gowanus  bay,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  chapter  746  of  the  Laws  of  1911.  The  same  question  arose  in 
the  claim  of  the  First  Construction  company,  and  Judge  Haight 
in  that  case  held  that  the  State  was  vested  with  the  ownership 
of  the  basin  in  fee  subject  to  certain  federal  regulations.  As  a 
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result  of  this  decision,  a  stipulation  of  discontinuance  of  the  above 
claim  has  been  filed. 

There  were  referred  to  J  udge  Vann,  as  official  referee,  the  cases 
of  Eva  M.  Arnold,  as  administratrix  of  F.  H.  Arnold;  Eva  M. 
Arnold,  as  administratrix  of  A.  F.  Arnold;  Anna  B.  Youker; 
Marie  McLauchlan,  as  administratrix;  Peter  Livadas  and  Bessie 
W.  Ballantyne,  as  administratrix,  growing  out  of  the  automobile 
accident  which  occurred  at  the  State  Fair  grounds  at  Syracuse 
on  the  16th  day  of  September,  1911.  Judge  Vann  decided  in 
favor  of  the  claimants  and  rendered  judgments,  which  have  been 
referred  to  in  another  part  of  this  report. 

The  McGreevy,  McGuigan  and  Baum  Construction  company 
filed  a  claim  against  the  State  for  $17,602,258  for  damages  sus¬ 
tained  by  it  by  reason  of  the  State’s  breach  of  contract  entered 
into  between  the  claimant  and  the  State  Highway  Commission 
for  the  construction  or  improvement  of  a  certain  highway  in  the 
counties  of  Chemung  and  Schuyler  for  their  respective  profits, 
expenses  incurred,  which  claim  was  by  stipulation  referred  to 
Judge  Vann,  as  official  referee,  and  is  still  pending  and  undeter¬ 
mined  before  him. 

There  was  also  referred  to  Judge  Vann  the  claim  of  William 
T.  Finch  and  Bay  F.  Finch,  individually  and  as  executor  of  the 
last  will  and  testament  of  Alva  F.  Finch,  deceased,  doing  business 
under  the  firm  name  of  the  Finch  Chemical  company,  which 
claim  was  for  $250,000  for  permanent  appropriation  of  lands  in 
the  village  of  Yorthwood,  town  of  Kussia,  and  also  lands  in  the 
town  of  Ohio  and  damage  to  500  acres  of  growing  timber  and 
consequential  thereto  which  were  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
extracting  alcohol  and  other  products  of  the  claimants.  The  of¬ 
ficial  referee  recommended  an  award  of  $75,000,  from  which  an 
appeal  will  be  taken. 
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CASES  ON  APPEAL  IN  THE  APPELLATE  DIVISION, 

THIRD  DEPARTMENT. 

No.  9962. 

Norbert  L.  Hoffman  vs.  The  State  of  New  York. 

This  claim  was  filed  with  the  Board  of  Claims  for  the  sum  of 
$231.65  for  damages  to  an  automobile  owned  by  the  claimant 
which  was  damaged  by  the  alleged  negligence  of  the  State  in  the 
maintenance  of  what  is  known  as  the  Geddes  street  bridge  in  the 
citv  of  Syracuse.  The  case  was  tried  before  the  Board  of  Claims 
and  an  award  entered  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  for  the  amount 
claimed.  Erom  the  determination  of  the  Board  of  Claims  an  ap¬ 
peal  was  taken  to  the  Appellate  Division  and  the  detemination 
was  affirmed. 


No.  332-A. 

Onondaga  County  Milk  Association  vs.  The  State  of  New 

York. 

This  claim  was  filed  with  the  Board  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day 

• 

of  March  1912,  and  was  heard  at  a  session  of  the  Board  of  Claims 
.  held  at  Syracuse  on  the  26th  and  the  27th  days  of  November, 
1912,  and  was  for  damages  in  the  sum  of  $285.50  to  the  claimant’s 
horse  and  wagon  occasioned  by  the  alleged  negligence  of  the  State 
in  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  Salina  street  bridge  in 
the  city  of  Syracuse,  N.  Y.  The  Board  of  Claims  awarded  a  de- 
termination  in  favor  of  the  claimants  for  the  amount  claimed. 
From  this  judgment  an  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Appellate  Division 
and  the  Appellate  Division  affirmed  the  judgment. 


No.  609-A. 

Edward  J.  Miller  vs.  The  State  of  New  York. 

This  was  a  claim  for  damages  for  injuries  claimed  to  be  sus¬ 
tained  by  the  claimant  caused  by  the  negligence  of  the  State  in 
the  maintenance  of  a  bridge  over  the  Erie  canal  at  John  street  in 
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the  city  of  Utica,  Oneida  county,  on  August  1,  1912.  The  claim 
was  tried  before  the  Board  of  Claims  at  a  session  of  the  board  at 
the  city  of  Utica  on  the  6th  day  of  March,  1913.  The  Board  of 
Claims  awarded  a  determination  in  favor  of  the  claimant  for  the 
sum  of  $654.50.  From  this  judgment  or  determination  an  appeal 
was  taken  to  the  Appellate  Division  and  the  case  was  argued  at 
the  November  term  held  at  the  citv  of  Albany  and  is  undecided. 

i j 


No.  9860. 

John  J.  Jackson  vs.  The  State  of  New  York. 

This  claim  was  filed  with  the  Board  of  Claims  on  the  23d  day 
of  February,  1910,  and  was  pending  when  the  Court  of  Claims 
was  discontinued  and  became  a  pending  matter  before  the  Board 
of  Claims  and  was  for  damages  caused  by  the  appropriation  of 
claimant’s  property  in  the  village  of  Middleport,  N.  Y.  The 
claim  came  on  for  trial  before  the  Board  of  Claims  at  a  term 
thereof  held  in  the  city  of  Syracuse  on  the  1st  day  of  April,  1912, 
and  an  award  was  made  by  the  Board  of  Claims  at  a  term 
thereof  held  at  the  city  of  Buffalo  on  the  9th  day  of  June,  1910, 
awarding  to  the  claimant  $10,300.  From  that  judgment  the  claim¬ 
ant  appealed  to  the  Appellate  Division  and  the  matter  was  argued 
at  the  November  term  of  the  Appellate  Division  held  at  the  city 
of  Albany  and  is  still  pending  and  undecided. 


No.  10221. 

United  States  Radiator  Corporation,  Appellant,  vs.  The 

State  of  New  York,  Respondent. 

This  claim  was  filed  for  the  sum  of  $1,043.16  for  a  refund  of 
stock  transfer  tax  stamps  attached  to  a  trustee’s  certificate  of  the 
appellant,  which  stamps  were  attached  to  the  certificates  and  can¬ 
celled  under  protest.  The  case  was  submitted  upon  an  agreed 
statement  of  facts  to  the  Court  of  Claims  pursuant  to  sections 
1279-1281,  inclusive,  of  the  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  552  of  the  Executive  Law,  as  amended  by  chapter 
179  of  the  Laws  of  1904.  The  claim  was  heard  by  the  Court  of 
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Claims  on  the  13th  day  of  December,  1910,  and  on  the  9th  day 
of  January,  1911,  the  court  rendered  judgment  dismissing  the 
claimant’s  claim.  From  this  judgment  claimant  has  appealed  to 
the  Appellate  Division.  The  Appellate  Division  has  sustained 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Claims  and  this  judgment  was  sus¬ 
tained  hv  the  Court  of  Appeals. 


Albeet  E.  Peekins  et  al.,  Appellants,  vs.  The  State  of  Aew 

Yoek,  Respondent. 

Two  claims  for  the  sum  of  $800  were  filed  by  the  above  claim¬ 
ants,  for  damages  to  real  estate  and  crops  in  the  towm  of  Sullivan, 
Madison  county,  by  percolation  from  the  Erie  canal.  The  claims 
were  tried  at  Utica,  March  15,  1909,  and  judgment  of  dismissal 
rendered  by  the  Court  of  Claims.  From  this  judgment  the 
claimants  have  appealed  to  the  Appellate  Division.  The  appeals 
have  not  been  argued. 


CASES  IN  THE  COURT  OF  APPEALS. 

Alexandee  Hilfixgee,  Appellant,  vs.  State  of  New  Yokil 

Respondent. 

This  claim  w-as  filed  to  recover  the  sum  of  ten  thousand  dollars 
for  the  permanent  appropriation  of  1.42  acres  of  land  in  the  vil¬ 
lage  of  Fort  Edward,  for  barge  canal  purposes.  The  Court  of 
Claims  gave  the  claimant  a  judgment  of  $3,073.30.  The  claimant 
appealed  to  the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Third 
Department,  vdiere  the  judgment  vTas  affirmed  with  costs  to  the 
State.  From  this  judgment  of  the  Appellate  Division  claimant 
appealed  to  the  Court  of  Appeals.  Argued  the  case  in  the  Court 
of  Appeals,  which  court  unanimously  affirmed  the  judgment. 


Levi  C.  Waite  et  al.,  Appellants,  vs.  State  of  Newt  Yoek, 

Respondent. 

This  claim  was  filed  to  recover  the  sum  of  $8,782.55  for  the  per¬ 
manent  appropriation  of  the  claimants’  land  for  barge  canal  pur¬ 
poses.  The  Court  of  Claims  gave  the  claimants  a  judgment  for 
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$3,040.52.  They  appealed  to  the  Appellate  Division  of  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court,  Third  Department,  where  the  judgment  was  affirmed. 
Thereafter  they  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Appeals.  Appeal 
argued.  Judgment  in  favor  of  the  State  affirmed  with  costs. 


BARGE  CANAL  JUDGMENTS. 


No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

10288 

Sharp,  Athel  M . 

$2,656  00 

$1,183 

06 

10209 

Sharp,  Hiram  P . 

2,571  00 

1,369 

50 

10291 

Sharp,  Prances  R.  .  .  . 

3,194  10 

1,170 

62 

129-A  County  of  Wayne.  .  .  . 

1,000  00 

130-A  County  of  Wayne.  .  .  . 

10,015  20 

3,317 

12 

10099 

Van  Slyke,  Edgar,  and 

an- 

other  (new) . 

10,800  20 

5,156 

43 

10285 

De  Lano,  Ezra  B.,  et  al.  . 

1,200  00 

497 

10 

395-A 

Rogers,  Frank  L . 

650  00 

114 

87 

10538 

Lenhart,  William  D .  . 

7,200  00 

4,492 

02 

10520 

Lamoreaux,  M'arv  A.  . 

•  •  • 

5,000  00 

3,239 

05 

10753 

Growbarger,  Daniel 

D-, 

and  another . 

2,500  00 

1,764 

58 

10254 

Behee,  Fannie  A., 

and 

another . 

3,200  00 

1,868 

92 

10563 

Cohoes  Falls  Ice  Comp 

•any 

2,544  00 

1,251 

40 

9986 

Rotondo,  Joseph . 

4,246  00 

9987 

Rotondo,  Joseph  .  .  .  . 

16,000  00 

12,018 

74 

10096 

O’Sullivan,  Mary,  as 

Ex- 

ecutrix,  etc . 

2,800  00 

1,611 

43 

10573 

Budlong,  John  M.  .  .  . 

18,802  05 

15.778 

/ 

81 

10761 

Mead,  Grant  H . 

3,508  00 

791 

98 

10523 

Vosburg,  Catherine  .  . 

1,800  00 

952 

12 

10737 

Miller,  Salome . 

4,000  00 

2,415 

/ 

79 

9340 

Toll,  T.  Mitchell, 

and 

another . 

7,551  95 

4,444 

42 

501-A  Harris,  George  H., 

and 

another  . 

4,500  00 

502-A 

Harris,  George  H., 

and 

another . 

7,500  00 

3,408 

50 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

2  3- A 

Atlantic  Gulf  &  Pacific  Co. 

$2,708  79 

Dismissed 

2  4- A 

Atlantic  Gulf  &  Pacific  Co. 

507  22 

$115 

92 

25-A 

Atlantic  Gulf  &  Pacific  Co. 

2,606  13 

3,034 

85 

28-A 

Atlantic  Gulf  &  Pacific  Co. 

31,395  31 

21,603 

85 

9628 

Heath,  Joseph  H.,  and 

wife . 

1,200  00 

554 

32 

10189 

Daigler,  Alex.,  and  wife. 

4,000  00 

574 

70 

10253 

Simpson,  William . 

1,500  00 

10320 

Simpson,  William . 

1,500  00 

562 

73 

9165 

Shipman,  Sarah  D.,  et  al. 

5,667  49 

3,475 

57 

10069 

Louis,  Adelin  A.,  et  al.  .  . 

1,227  96 

750 

98 

10174 

Staring,  Catherine,  and 

another . 

1,500  00 

315 

96 

10211 

Quinn,  Elmer  G . 

1,000  00 

102 

06 

522-A 

The  Holington  Co . 

345  16 

345 

16 

9901 

Paul,  Peter  V.,  and  ano.  . 

20,300  00 

12,077 

79 

10798 

Watson,  Israel  M . 

25,250  00 

11,438 

66 

10551 

Hall,  Tiras  A.,  et  al . 

3,000  00 

1,141 

25 

10127 

Ernisse,  Isaac,  and  ano.  . 

4,000  00 

10245 

Ernisse,  Isaac,  and  ano.  . 

200  00 

1.553 

44 

10674 

Schuman,  Maggie  E . 

4,500  00 

4,076 

58 

10516 

Love,  Albert  D . 

1,500  00 

200 

15 

10630 

Thomas  Crimmins  Con- 

trading  Co . 

87,042  11 

23,500 

00 

9899 

Kaiser,  Joseph . 

5,000  00 

10131 

Kaiser,  Joseph . 

2,000  00 

5,212 

37 

9554 

Ladd,  Alice  H . . 

500  00 

370 

80 

69-A 

Pughe,  Henrv  D.  and 

Josephine . 

8,371  82 

5,033 

33 

10060 

Richards,  M.  Catherine, 

et  al . 

3,636  00 

1,434 

70 

9488 

\rincent,  Llattie  A . 

500  00 

407 

31 

9612 

Roberts,  William  and 

Eliza . 

500  00 

321 

34 

10266 

Wilton  Ice  Co . 

11,000  00 

5,995 

00 

68-A 

Finster,  Delos . 

5,155  85 

3,001 

85 

10231 

Sundshrom  &  Stratton 

(No.  1) . 

623,723  00 

79,673 

53 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

10231 

Sundstrom  &  Stratton 
(No.  2) . 

$72,044 

98 

10588 

Syro,  Cesaro . 

$800  00 

250 

00 

35-A 

Parker,  Susan  . 

5,050  00 

2,452 

40 

9164 

Davison,  Sarah  A . 

9,396  55 

3,525 

27 

10776 

Klock,  Augustus  . 

12,240  80 

8,666 

12 

10738 

Chadwick,  Mitchell,  and 

ano . 

4,000  00 

3,729 

08 

10744 

Miller,  Salome . 

25,000  00 

14,137 

17 

10748 

Sumeriski,  Sophia,  Ind., 
ete . 

1,000  00 

695 

73 

10732 

Gilbert,  Bernard,  and  Ma¬ 
bel  McCord  . 

11,000  00 

512 

98 

5  6- A 

Crump,  Shelley  G . 

3,000  00 

1,149 

31 

10018 

Potter,  John  W.,  and  ano. 

20,210  00 

12,876 

18 

10261 

Wager,  Oscar  F . 

9,316  00 

6,424 

69 

9219 

Davison,  Sarah  A.,  et  al. . 

6,741  25 

2,597 

56 

9921 

Bittner,  John,  and  ano.  .  . 

4,000  00 

605 

33 

9703 

Weaver,  Ella  J . 

1,000  00 

449 

01 

9991 

Riverview  Cemetery  Assoc. 

2,000  00 

423 

91 

404-A 

Harmon,  Anthony,  et  al .  . 

3,575  00 

1,544 

93 

9006 

Crowley,  J  eremiah,  and 
ano . 

11,292  55 

4,641 

81 

9184 

Meneeley,  Thomas,  and 
ano . 

4,361  90 

752 

12 

9931 

Sweet,  Emily  R . 

11,300  00 

3,612 

36 

9185 

Dibble,  Horace  H.,  and 

ano . 

• 

3,000  55 

1,265 

67 

10120 

Bliss,  Frederick  E.,  and 

ano . 

6,000  00 

2,171 

61 

9049 

Flannigan,  Thos.  E.,  and 

ano . 

4,825  55 

1,956 

42 

349-A 

Bui  Ison,  Alonzo . 

3,925  00 

1,790 

28 

6 17-  A 

Atlantic  Gulf  &  Pacific  Co. 

16,043  77 

14,177 

08 

618-A 

Atlantic  Gulf  &  Pacific  Co. 

27,447  05 

24,448 

45 

734-A 

Atlantic  Gulf  &  Pacific  Co. 

11,181  47 

9,902 

92 

9430 

Dibble,  Horace  H.,  and 

ano . 

5,912  16 

1,849 

46 

124 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

9499 

Daley,  Patrick  B.,  and 

ano . 

$31,565 

54 

$7,541 

63 

10036 

Wood.  Fannie  C . 

/ 

2,770 

50 

1,687 

22 

10026 

Robertson,  Romayne  C .  .  . 

822 

19 

292 

19 

10530 

Gillam,  Charles  E . 

2,000 

00 

1,240 

86 

10532 

Condren,  Margaret . 

3,000 

00 

924 

20 

3  6  5- A 

Icing,  Margaret . 

2,200 

00 

245 

33 

458-A 

Castle,  Lewis  S . 

2,629 

60 

1,009 

50 

10825 

Russ.  A.  Eugene . 

1,413 

55 

862 

53 

419-A 

Norm  and,  Ursley  Rowley. 

156 

10 

89 

44 

10296 

Fisclier,  John  C . 

3,000 

00 

1,957 

06 

9083 

Gallagher,  Mary  A.,  Ind., 

etc . 

6,964 

55 

3,106 

24 

9121 

Henry,  George,  and  ano.  . 

17,400 

16 

7,710 

73 

9216 

Parker,  Susan,  et  al . 

1,969 

25 

869 

25 

10519 

Kelsey,  Joseph  S.,  and 

ano . 

5,000 

00 

3,375 

84 

10521 

Best,  Frederick,  et  al.  .  .  . 

10,000 

00 

7,989 

88 

10525 

Best,  Frederick,  and  ano. 

1,500 

00 

971 

70 

10739 

Hyman,  Henry,  et  al.  .  .  . 

33,000 

00 

13,945 

43 

2  9 2- A 

Danes,  Samuel  A . 

1,940 

00 

1,554 

55 

9695 

Whiting,  Carrie  E . 

500 

00 

376 

10 

10556 

Burch.  Robert . 

/ 

3,597 

30 

346-A 

Burch,  Robert . 

60 

38 

2,812 

09 

9660 

Long,  William,  and  ano.  . 

1,500 

00 

371 

65 

39-A 

Miller,  Irvin . 

4,050 

00 

781-A 

Miller,  Irvin  .  .  : . 

900 

00 

2,070 

73 

10502 

Robertson,  Clarissa  . 

3,300 

00 

2,253 

68 

448-A 

First  Rational  Bank  of 

Newark . 

4,500 

00 

3,971 

87 

6  21- A 

Kay,  William  E.,  and  ano. 

12,512 

00 

2,514 

61 

10844 

Lamberson,  Eugene  S., 

et  al . 

8,985 

00 

7,026 

63 

10773 

Hermon,  Mary  E.,  et  al.  . 

948 

90 

877 

34 

10067 

Hitchcock,  Mott  D . 

216 

50 

208 

77 

10480 

Ilhle,  Biancie . 

3,750 

40 

10481 

Uhle,  Biancie . 

5,494 

40 

7,055 

30 
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No. 

Claimant,. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

9604 

Deming,  Howard  C.,  et  al. 

$900  00 

$675 

76 

10656 

Du  Shaw,  Joseph,  and  ano. 

5,000  00 

4,592 

46 

10213 

Westphal,  Mary  A . 

3,000  00 

1,238 

77 

9860 

Jackson,  John  J . 

45,000  00 

13,086 

34 

504-A  Dayton,  Alfred  E . 

2,000  00 

2,004 

96 

486-A  White,  Mina  Horton,  and 

ano.,  etc . 

8,000  00 

5,005 

97 

10135 

Smith,  Rufus  H.,  and  ano. 

5,000  00 

10782 

Smith,  Rufus  H.,  and  ano. 

300  00 

3,947 

15 

10072 

Sporie,  Charles,  and  ano. 

6,581  90 

2,930 

92 

1042:5 

Pillmore,  William  F . 

57,600  00 

31,883 

21 

731-A 

Jones,  John  M . 

1,800  00 

861 

38 

605-A 

Stark,  J  ohn  . 

3,500  00 

1,967 

81 

622-A  Leary,  James  F.  and  ano. 

(Leary  &  Morrison  Co.) 

12,092  24 

7,619 

75 

971-A  Hatpin,  James  . 

1,600  00 

994 

00 

10431 

Clausz,  George  and  Louisa 

Clausz . 

16,067  19 

11,214 

19 

10673 

Wolf,  William  and  ano.  .  . 

22,000  00 

8,461 

08 

679-A  Sweeney,  William  J . 

1,500  00 

525 

00 

909-A 

Village  of  Fairport . 

1,200  00 

698 

59 

10282 

and 

449-A 

Odd  Fellows  Association 

of  State  of  Hew  York. 

19,000  00 

7,950 

52 

9020 

Hanrahan,  John,  et  al.  .  .  . 

9,320  55 

3,333 

95 

9061 

Cahill,  Daniel  and  ano.  .  . 

5,354  55 

2,454 

75 

10585 

Hi  block,  William,  et  al.  .  . 

1,000  00 

922 

31 

485-A 

Willow  Hill  Realty  Co.  .  . 

3,971  50 

2,220 

75 

9753 

5,000  00 

•  •••••• 

•  •  • 

and 

428-A 

Harrington,  Alfred  F .  .  .  , 

10,000  00 

2,096 

01 

10068 

Bronner,  Myron  G . 

8,000  00 

7,133 

62 

10070 

Bronner,  Myron  G . 

2,000  00 

1,493 

76 

10071 

Bronner,  Myron  G . 

1,500  00 

1,498 

47 

9925 

Reed,  Francis  . 

225  61 

225 

61 

9681 

Higgins,  George  and  ano. 

250  00 

322 

29 

126 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

539-A 

Tank,  Fred . 

$2,400  00 

$2,064  37 

10742 

Schummers,  Fred  F . 

9,000  00 

2,410  21 

9-A  Hughes,  William  0.  and 

ors . 

9,736  50 

9,153  91 

120-A 

Walters,  John  and  ors.  .  . 

1,731  00 

1,266  17 

383-A 

Willard,  Morris  M  and  ors 

3,000  00 

1,141  72 

10595 

Hoyt,  Valire . 

1,000  00 

155  25 

10791 

Gott,  Frederick  E . 

1,393  60 

547  47 

1007  6 

Woodin,  Anson  B.  and  ors. 

12,000  00 

8,706  59 

10623 

Wilson,  Clarence  E.  and 

ano . 

300  00 

181  43 

10626 

Brown,  John  J.,  as  ex.  .  .  . 

900  00 

332  62 

806-A 

Hank,  Fred . 

166  00 

90  69 

9691 

Widley,  Thomas  M . 

1,000  00 

702  52 

10636 

Manny,  Enphenie  J . 

200  00 

181  45 

10436 

Fillmore,  Chelsar . 

16,000  00 

10,120  03 

10558 

Schelter,  George  F . 

17,000  00 

9,555  12 

10426 

Lureman,  Lewis  H . 

15,286  24 

9,975  09 

40  5- A 

Smith,  Eva  M.  as  ex . 

7,500  00 

3,663  62 

49  7- A 

Grimshaw,  William  H.  .  .  . 

770  10 

909  59 

49  9-A 

Remington,  Lake  . 

2,800  00 

530  98 

10691 

Utter,  Charles  H.  and  wife 

2,004  50 

1,074  08 

351-A  Riggs,  Margaret  T.  S  .  .  .  . 

3,777  60 

1,781  92 

6 7 7- A 

Wilder,  Lillian  M . 

3,900  00 

3,727  94 

496-A  Shaper,  Daniel  C . 

500  00 

473  37 

5  74- A 

Kelley,  Charles  L.  and  ors . 

2,113  60 

1,845  27 

382-A 

Willard,  Morris  . 

2,000  00 

696  04 

10092 

Webster,  Adelbert,  et  al.  .  . 

300  00 

Dismissed 

1 0570 

Adams,  Antoinette  M .  .  .  . 

10,000  00 

Dismissed 

40-A 

Jones,  Cora,  as  ex . 

32,325  00 

Dismissed 

95-A 

Wurz,  Mary  K.  and  ano.  . 

3,672  00 

2,227  05 

616-A  Ayrault,  Allen  and  ors.  .  .  . 

4,000  00 

2,346  76 

7  9  8- A 

McDonald,  J ohn  A . 

4,501  60 

2,356  60 

693-A 

Chase,  Addie  F . 

5,011  60 

2,681  10 

10609 

Dheirfelter,  Emil  . 

3,600  00 

2,864  90 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

10702 

Parker,  Charles . 

$2,850  00 

$1,207  42 

620-A 

We  they,  Sarah  E . 

280  25 

112  87 

538-A 

Finewood,  Jacob  . 

3,700  00 

2,642  68 

10283 

9,621  75 

and 

10616 

Doty,  Helen  S . 

4,307  50 

5,956  28 

10553 

Huston,  Louis  E . 

2,200  00 

2,893  10 

79 9- A 

Amended  to  $5,000. 
Parks,  Kelson  C.,  et  al .  .  . 

4,001  60 

3,173  93 

9839 

Glattus,  Margaret  E . 

2,500  00 

Dismissed 

10839 

Alsheimer,  Andrew,  et  al .  . 

188  10 

Dismissed 

10089 

Crossman,  George  1L,  et  al 

2,029  50 

Dismissed 

9148 

Brown,  Francis  A . 

3,422  55 

1,147  40 

6 5 4- A 

Utter,  Charles  H.,  et  al .  .  . 

12,671  16 

Dismissed 

9484 

The  Keenan  Lime  Co.  .  .  . 

150,693  75 

Dismissed 

9835 

Pratt,  William  C.,  et  al.  .  . 

600  00 

Dismissed 

9845 

The  Keenan  Lime  Co . 

3,014  00 

Dismissed 

9870 

Van  Hatten,  George  E. 
and  ano . 

3,000  00 

Dismissed 

10025 

The  Keenan  Lime  Co ...  . 

3,283  37 

Dismissed 

10050 

Tanner,  William  A.  and  ano 

2,000  00 

Dismissed 

10240 

James,  George  . . 

150  00 

Dismissed 

10356 

Lasher,  Anna  . 

2,600  00 

Dismissed 

10357 

Topper,  William . 

15,701  95 

Dismissed 

10358 

Lasher,  Edward  and  ano. 

7,000  00 

Dismissed 

10496 

Van  Kamee,  George  R.  .  . 

5,500  00 

Dismissed 

10497 

Widrig,  Hattie  . 

200  00 

Dismissed 

10499 

Wells,  Alice  C . 

2,350  00 

Dismissed 

10571 

Flanagan,  Marv  . 

1,000  00 

Dismissed 

135-A 

Miller,  Julia . 

3,805  00 

and 

418-A 

Miller,  Blaise,  et  al . 

10,500  00 

2,933  02 

8540 

Brown,  Charles  E.,  et  al .  . 

100  00 

Dismissed 

10743 

Schummers,  Frederick  E. 

38,000  00 

20,263  92 

10504 

Whitmore,  Ella  . 

7,024  90 

1,369  66 

429-A  Taylor,  Elmer  E . 

1,250  00 

898  04 

6  5  5- A 

Myers,  Jane  . 

350  00 

229  21 

128 
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No. 

Cla’mant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

10841 

Bojack,  August,  et  al.  .  .  . 

$3,000  00 

$1,327  49 

10442 

Hiscock,  George  L . 

3,000  00 

133-A 

800  00 

1,649  33 

410-A 

West  Shore  Railroad  Co., 
etc.,  and  New  York  Cen¬ 
tral  &  Hudson  River 
Railroad  Co . 

416,041  81 

Dismissed 

440-A 

Niagara,  Lockport  &  On¬ 
tario  Power  Co . 

4,180  00 

Dismissed 

2  7 8- A 

Brower,  Charles,  et  al.  .  .  . 

420  00 

Dismissed 

139-A 

Eaton,  Aaron,  et  al . 

12,500  00 

Dismissed 

32-A 

T  rem a  i n ,  J  en n  i e  H . 

5,750  00 

Dismissed 

14- A 

Harrington,  Ralph  W.,  etc. 

1,446  00 

Dismissed 

10890 

Budlong,  William  11 . 

11,800  00 

Dismissed 

10862 

Banning,  Edwin  N.,  et  al. 

187  00 

Dismissed 

10859 

Harrington,  Ralph  W.,  etc. 

1,446  00 

Dismissed 

10831 

Zenner,  John,  et  al . 

1,140  00 

Dismissed 

10802 

Allen,  Herbert  P . 

350  00 

Dismissed 

10758 

DeMooney,  Wiliam  E.,  et  al 

1,000  00 

Dismissed 

10752 

Neiss,  Arthur,  et  al . 

1,000  00 

Dismissed 

10678 

Williams,  Adrina  D . 

5,000  00 

Dismissed 

10608 

Davis,  George  T.,  et  al.  .  . 

3,200  00 

Dismissed 

6543 

Lang,  James  . 

1,000  00 

Dismissed 

327-A 

Utica  A  Mohawk  Valley 
Railway  Co . 

77,196  69 

Dismissed 

1 

O 

CO 

CD 

Coleman,  John  I) . 

2,504  64 

Dismissed 

84 5- A 

Manufacturers'  Association 
of  Fulton,  N.  V . 

14,737  45 

Dismissed 

3 17- A 

Glattus,  Margaret  E . 

334  20 

Dismissed 

10  7- A 

Robertson,  Thomas . 

700  00 

Dismissed 

91- A 

Bruen,  John,  et  al . 

2,500  00 

Dismissed 

7  9 -A 

Freeman,  Anna  E.,  et  al.  . 

25,188  25 

Dismissed 

71- A 

Wright,  Charles  T.,  et  al. 

2,000  00 

Dismissed 

10837 

Monaghan,  Charles  . 

675  00 

Dismissed 

10768 

Stewart,  George  W . 

1,000  00 

Dismissed 

10767 

Elliott,  James  N . 

600  00 

Dismissed 

10766 

Fosbender,  Frank . 

100  00 

Dismissed 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

107-54 

King,  Harry . 

.$0,500  00 

Dismissed 

10734 

Sterling,  Adelbert  . 

2,500  00 

Dismissed 

10688 

Fagner,  Peter,  et  al . 

2,004  50 

Dismissed 

10677 

Wavne  County  Agri.  Soc. 

27,000  00 

Dismissed 

10662 

Robbins,  Alvin  L . 

1,520  62 

Dismissed 

10650 

Kane,  Homer  L.,  et  al .  .  . 

1,414  75 

Dismissed 

10779 

Robbins,  Alvin  L . 

2,264  78 

Dismissed 

10649 

Kane,  Homer  L . 

3,228  58 

Dismissed 

10648 

Ladd,  Ada  M . 

2,961  08 

I  Hsmissed 

10638 

Robertson,  Jasper,  et  al.  . 

200  00 

I  Hsmissed 

10601 

Babbitt,  Henry  J.,  et  al .  . 

7,129  50 

Dismissed 

10597 

Ragan,  Jay  S.,  et  al . 

2,500  00 

Dismissed 

10587 

Shipman,  Sarah  D.,  et  al .  . 

204  00 

Dismissed 

10574 

Hay,  Sheldon  R . 

4,287  50 

Dismissed 

10547 

Kewland,  Alice  E . 

500  00 

Dismissed 

10528 

Spalding  Hardware  Co.  .  . 

1,607  50 

Dismissed 

10524 

Berry,  Edward  J.,  et  al .  .  . 

500  00 

Dismissed 

10460 

Williams,  Charles  S . 

350  00 

Dismissed 

10420 

Hawkins,  Jennie  B . 

800  00 

Dismissed 

10381 

Van  Hear,  John . 

1,761  15 

Dismissed 

10264 

Pine,  James  K.  P . 

32,385  59 

Dismissed 

10198 

Pike,  James,  et  al . 

500  00 

Dismissed 

10119 

Blaeklock,  Maggie  . 

150  00 

Dismissed 

9961 

Hall,  Erasmus  1) . 

Dismissed 

9941 

Kickerson,  Milo,  et  al.  .  .  . 

200  00 

Dismissed 

9915 

Benton,  George  A . 

661  50 

Dismissed 

9890 

Hevoe,  Martin . 

5,000  00 

Dismissed 

9886 

Devoe,  Isaac,  et  al . 

4,000  00 

Dismissed 

9867 

Treat,  Harriet  L . 

7,000  00 

Dismissed 

9834 

Bielby,  W.  Albert,  et  al .  .  . 

1,500  00 

Dismissed 

9828 

Kline,  Jay  B . 

17,500  00 

Dismissed 

1173-A 

Ouchie,  Eugene  P . 

500  00 

$150  00 

8800 

Evers,  Thomas  F . 

5,060  00 

Dismissed 

9813 

Wetsel,  Addie  R . 

2,529  50 

Dismissed 

9805 

Wetsel,  Addie  R . 

229  50 

Dismissed 

9688 

Tucker,  Parcellius  C.,  et  al. 

135  00 

Dismissed 

9687 

Wadslev,  Martha  M . 

200  00 

Dismissed 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

9686 

Rich,  J  ames  F . 

$500  00 

Dismissed 

9662  • 

Burch,  Mary  I).,  et  al.  .  .  . 

1,200  00 

Dismissed 

9603 

Booth,  Rose  A . 

350  00 

Dismissed 

9549 

Fay,  Fannie  J . 

3,000  00 

Dismissed 

9535 

Carver,  Margaret  R . 

7,035  00 

Dismissed 

9414 

Southard,  Burton  Lester.  . 

2,502  16 

Dismissed 

9411 

Southard,  Burton  Lester.  . 

1,202  16 

Dismissed 

9378 

Darling,  Henry  H.,  et  al.  . 

2,001  95 

Dismissed 

9334 

Heaton,  Earl  G.,  et  al.  .  .  . 

1,537  55 

Dismissed 

9281 

Hafner,  F red,  et  al . 

517  25 

Dismissed 

9268 

Bailey,  Franklin  . 

256  05 

Dismissed 

9179 

Fiekerson,  Florence,  et  al. 

•  2,669  28 

Dismissed 

9137 

Smith,  George  L . 

492  60 

Dismissed 

9131 

White,  Charles  H.,  et  al.  . 

6,460  55 

Dismissed 

9129 

Weller,  Leonard,  et  al .  .  .  . 

2,960  05 

Dismissed 

9112 

Flvnn,  John  W . 

526  40 

Dismissed 

8841 

J  ohnson,  Latin  A . 

7,991  55 

Dismissed 

9198 

Klein,  William . 

300  00 

Dismissed 

10558 

Shelter,  George  F . 

17,000  00 

$9,657  81 

9410 

Murphy,  xYnna,  as  Execx., 
etc . 

501  95 

Dismissed 

10664 

Moss,  Josephine . 

5,150  00 

1,923  39 

10152 

Rand,  Philip . 

3,329  50 

3,408  02 

635-A 

Hodge,  Ella  C . 

15,000  00 

12,998  27 

10689 

Gilbert,  Joseph,  as  Exr., 
etc.,  of  Luthera  Gillson, 
et  al . 

22,004  50 

19,463  88 

10330 

Plum,  Louisa  M.,  et  al.  .  . 

4,000  00 

1,876  92 

10560 

Lawlor,  John  . 

325  00 

387  62 

493-A 

Manning,  Daniel,  et  al.  .  . 

500  00 

258  83 

10643 

Creager,  William . 

12,000  00 

5,042  56 

10732 

Gilbert,  Bernard,  et  al.  .  . 

11,000  00 

179  07 

1092-A 

Village  of  Fewark,  F.  Y.  . 

4,786  76 

3,678  80 

925- A 

Baker,  Albert  M . 

286  00 

175  00 

10594 

Chase,  Carrie  E.,  as  Admx., 
etc.,  of  Roswell  I.  Chase. 

700  00 

126  07 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

10138 

Wolgast,  Charles  A.,  et  al. 

$2,800  00 

$1,814  57 

8840 

Beckwith,  Lawrence . 

7,750  00 

Dismissed 

8318 

Verner,  Murray  A.,  et  al.  . 

12,500  00 

Dismissed 

9390 

Jones,  Robert  H . 

3,003  90 

Dismissed 

9467 

Cary,  Thomas  H . 

7,500  00 

Dismissed 

9869 

Mayhew,  Mortimer . 

9,678  00 

Dismissed 

9939 

Weaver,  Alfred  M.,  et  al.  . 

1,200  00 

Dismissed 

10194 

Thomas,  William  E.,  et  al. 

1,684  00 

Dismissed 

10493 

Miller,  Newell  S.,  et  al.  .  . 

3,900  00 

Dismissed 

10506 

Schumaker,  Nicholas  .... 

9,178  00 

Dismissed 

10565 

Johns,  Elizabeth . 

1,500  00 

Dismissed 

10582 

Meil,  Christina  MacGregor 

2,808  00 

Dismissed 

10714 

Carrig,  Bartholomew,  et  al. 

104  50 

Dismissed 

10812 

Midglev,  Cordelia . 

200  00 

Dismissed 

10833 

Burth,  John . 

904  50 

Dismissed 

13- A 

Devendorf,  Catherine  E .  .  . 

1,100  00 

Dismissed 

109-A  Spears,  Celestia  C . 

5,100  00 

Dismissed 

12  7- A 

Munckton,  J ames,  et  al .  .  . 

10,000  00 

Dismissed 

337-A 

Scholotzhauer,  Adam  .... 

10,193  75 

Dismissed 

859-A 

Kinser  Construction  Co.  . 

453,905  00 

Dismissed 

10515 

Stimers,  Harriet  A . 

400  00 

Dismissed 

10843 

Budlong,  Arthur  E.,  et  al.  . 

185  80 

Dismissed 

10496 

Van  Namee,  George  R.  .  .  . 

5,500  00 

Dismissed 

110-A  Spears,  John  R . 

2,100  00 

Dismissed 

1044- A 

Stickney,  Andrew  J.,  et  al. 

8,500  00 

3,161  02 

9637 

Jaeschke,  Veronica . 

44,000  00 

16,175  43 

7- A  Anderegg,  David  . 

17,256  20 

15,104  50 

10775 

Conant,  Lewis  H.,  et  al.  .  . 

1,204  50 

528  41 

400-A 

State  Exchange  Bank  of 

Holley,  N.  Y . 

4,500  00 

2,718  84 

9130 

Henry,  Christopher,  et  al . 

9,789  90 

4,356  54 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

9460 

Molinski,  Helena  . 

$2,500  00 

$150 

00 

9825 

.  Cariety,  Marie  Therese 

and  ano . 

4,353  00 

700 

00 

10369 

Fitts,  Clara  B.  and  ano.  . 

3,000  00 

850 

00 

10429 

Cariety,  Marie  Therese 

and  ano . 

645  25 

150 

00 

641-4 

l  Cartier,  Edward  and  ano.  . 

700  00 

200 

00 

6 76- A  Lyons,  village  of  . 

58  50 

58 

50 

10167 

Edits,  Mary  C . 

29  50 

29 

50 

10169 

Seymour,  John . 

127  50 

45 

00 

10171 

Staring,  Frank  and  ano.  .  . 

55  60 

45 

00 

10172 

Xipe,  Mary  C . 

32  00 

25 

00 

10339 

Rose,  Adelbert  L . 

51  05 

41 

55 

10340 

Davis,  Jay . 

42  00 

35 

00 

10341 

Thompson,  Nathan  .... 

196  00 

65 

00 

10344 

Folts,  Rhoda . 

130  00 

42 

50 

10346 

Manning,  John . 

167  38 

81 

20 

10347 

Roberts,  William . 

150  00 

70 

00 

10349 

Sohn,  George . 

112  50 

100 

00 

10373 

Devine,  Marv . 

25  00 

25 

00 

10374 

Crossman,  John  E . 

51  84 

45 

00 

10376 

Steekel,  Joseph . 

107  00 

80 

00 

10377 

Manning,  Mary  A . 

122  50 

65 

00 

10380 

Kneesbern,  James  K . 

35  00 

25 

00 

10422 

Farrell,  Fred  . 

123  50 

45 

00 

332-A  Onondaga  County  Milk  . 

Association  . 

285  50 

285 

50 

10027 

Conbov,  William  H . 

89  75 

64 

25 

10079 

Fox,  Clarence  L . 

38  00 

32 

00 

10080 

Denslow,  Willard  D . 

102  00 

45 

00 

10081 

Sweeney,  Clarence  A . 

33  10 

17 

10 

10083 

Lainberson,  Marv  T . 

65  00 

40 

00 

10094 

St.  Albans  P.  E.  Church .  . 

57  50 

57 

50 

10095 

Piper.  Anna  B . 

60  00 

33 

00 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

9649 

New  England  Brick  Com- 

panj . 

$3,508 

00 

$3,292 

00 

Costs,  146 

95 

10383 

McCartney,  Mary  E  .... 

200 

00 

150 

00 

10385 

Roe,  Walter  E . 

35 

71 

31 

21 

10388 

Honohan,  Thomas . 

25 

50 

25 

50 

10392 

N ipe,  George  K . 

77 

79 

77 

79 

10393 

Rose,  Richard  . 

90 

00 

80 

00 

10394 

McCartnev,  Mary  E . 

70 

35 

70 

35 

10396 

Weaver,  Edward  R . 

38 

43 

38 

43 

10397 

Graham,  Martin  C . 

59 

60 

55 

10 

10399 

Tine,  George . 

96 

60 

96 

60 

10400 

Hamer,  Charles  . 

24 

10 

24 

10 

10401 

Taylor,  George  U . 

24 

16 

24 

16 

10402 

Dockstader,  Raymond  C.  . 

37 

29 

32 

29 

10403 

Brewer,  Alton  D . 

27 

00 

27 

00 

1040*9 

Hardy,  Anda  J . 

34 

50 

30 

00 

10410 

Shav,  John . 

58 

50 

.  58 

50 

10672 

Fox,  Mary  1 . 

172 

95 

122 

95 

10683 

Schultz,  Elmer  TI . 

21 

05 

21 

05 

10322 

Gerrard,  Mary  E . 

238 

55 

175 

00 

285-A 

AVallace,  Patrick  F . 

50 

00 

50 

00 

2  8  6- A 

St.  Peter  and  Paul’s 

church . 

3,072 

10 

900 

00 

10363 

Wegner,  Oscar  . 

3,460 

00 

2,375 

00 

14  6- A 

Cook,  Emmett  L . 

542 

46 

325 

00 

9231 

Rice,  Fred  T . 

690 

70 

400 

00 

9816 

Sayles,  Edward . 

531 

50 

31 

50 

9817 

(’ole,  J  ohn  N . 

310 

00 

85 

00 

9818 

Salisbury,  Lonzon  G . 

914 

75 

300 

00 

9-822 

Phillips,  Welcome  . 

100 

00 

60 

00 

10164 

Tobin,  Delia,  as  admx,  &c. 

390 

80 

225 

00 

10165 

Casey,  Charles  M.  and 

Maude  L . 

57 

30 

35 

00 

10166 

Sterling,  Mary  L . 

115 

00 

115 

00 

10168 

Fioleich,  Ida  . •  •  .  . 

340 

95 

I  hr  x 

I I  5 

00 

10170 

James,  George  R . 

145 

25 

1 00 

00 
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Claimant. 

Claimed. 
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10343 

Chard,  Alexander . 

$78  75 

$42 

50 

10345 

Flahaven,  Michael  J . 

125  00 

40 

00 

10354 

Limpert,  John  . 

108  46 

75 

00 

10375 

Thompson,  Edward . 

121  45 

80 

00 

10378 

Lower,  Helen . 

74  80 

50 

00 

10423 

Hoffer,  Emil  . 

51  20 

17 

10708 

Pfahls,  Chris.  J . 

72  00 

50 

00 

145-A 

Cook,  Albert  L . 

22  04 

17 

5' 

9968 

Smith,  J ohn  L. . . 

-  156  00 

40 

00 

10000 

Place,  Daniel  1ST.  and 

James  E . 

150  00 

50 

00 

10355 

Keegan,  Martin . 

297  50 

175 

00 

10249 

107  00 

and 

Michnicz,  Alex . 

125 

00 

2  5 4- A 

199  00 

10456 

Hinsdale,  Bertha  as  Admx. 

&c . 

248  00 

47 

50 

10016 

Perrigo,  Van  Epps  .... 

85  65 

65 

00 

9962 

Hoffman,  Xorbert  L . 

275  00 

231 

65 

10389 

Frankfort,  Village  of .  .  .  . 

769  55 

769 

55 

10386 

Graham,  William . 

375  00 

66 

00 

10390 

Board  of  Trustees  of 

'School  District  Ho.  9.  . 

250  00 

117 

50 

10391 

Trevor,  Francis,  Jr . 

213  25 

140 

00 

10395 

Brewer,  Willard . 

54  50 

34 

50 

10398 

Bennett,  William . 

115  45 

85 

00 

10048 

Smith,  Savilla  T.  as 

Admx.  &c . 

25,000  00 

3,649 

60 

9003 

Smith,  Mary  L . 

200  00 

25 

00 

9005 

De  Groot,  Henrv . .  . 

200  00 

50 

00 

9593 

De  Groot,  Henrv . 

300  00 

45 

00 

9595 

Griffin,  John,  et  al . 

200  00 

75 

00 

10800 

Griffin,  John,  et  al . 

200  00 

75 

00 

10801 

De  Groot,  Henry . 

400  00 

50 

00 

10364 

Tucker,  Catherine  . 

125  00 

80 

00 

10365 

Tucker,  James,  et  al.  .  .  . 

200  00 

70 

00 

5  77- A 

Minch.  Henrv  F.  et  al  -  •  .  . 

284  07 

284 

07 
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Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

578- A 

Wittenmeier,  Charles  and 

Fred . 

$241  78 

$150 

uo 

5  7  9- A 

Minch,  Henry  F . 

250  33 

200 

00 

580-A. 

Miller,  John  P . 

719  60 

650 

00 

582-A 

Reese,  William  A . 

117  00 

90 

On 

5 8 8- A  Quackenbush,  Gilbert  H. . 

51  00 

40 

00 

5  8 9- A 

Hanson,  Clarence  Id . 

25  00 

25 

00 

696-A 

Burr,  James  S . 

168  00 

140 

00 

569- A 

Brown,  Edward  and  ano. 

(Brown  Bros.)  . 

100  00 

100 

00 

570-A 

Stadelman,  Mathilda . 

707  00 

200 

00 

571- A 

Albers,  Henry . . 

542  01 

175 

00 

8864 

Fitzsimmons,  Anna  .... 

2,000  00 

100 

00 

10348 

Russell,  Charles  and  ano... 

286  56 

125 

00 

10379 

Bierman,  Joseph  FI . 

181  05 

115 

00 

770- A 

Harris,  Gordon  G . 

350  00 

225 

00 

7  71- A 

Fisk,  J.  Elbert  . 

331  00 

150 

00 

772- A 

White,  Patrick  8 . 

170  00 

1 50 

00 

C32-A 

Stewart,  Alexander  M.  •  .  . 

2,700  00 

1,100 

00 

7 3  6- A 

Mark,  Charles  W . 

100  25 

75 

00 

7 3 7- A 

Lester,  Catherine . 

58  00 

58 

00 

738-A 

Carnev,  John . 

28  25 

28 

25 

739-A  Grotty,  Maurice . 

50  00 

50 

00 

10704 

Crump,  Shelley  G . 

500  00 

h*  r' 

(  0 

00 

10754 

Moss,  Joseph  C . 

150  00 

112 

23 

74-A  Hovey,  Treat  J . 

550  00 

194 

47 

709-A 

Wilbor,  Julia  C . 

720  00 

300 

00 

10654 

Dailey,  Ernest  L.  and 

ano . 

1,227  00 

1,227 

00 

10655 

Caseretti,  Xieholas . 

5,000  00 

1,150 

00 

10680 

Ilulbert,  Mina  J.  ...... 

1,500  00 

100 

00 

10803 

Acker,  Clara  Collins  .... 

300  00 

100 

00 

747- A 

Jackson,  Alice  J.  .  . . 

600  00 

276 

40 

784-A 

Pollok,  Lorenzo  D.  and  ano 

200  00 

101 

40 

10663 

Maier,  Charles . 

6,500  00 

1,919 

00 

10694 

Celehar,  John . 

10,000  00 

3,962 

50 

10705 

Crump,  Shelley  G.  and  ano 

820  00 

467 

20 
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Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

740- A 

Cavanaugh,  John  E . 

$83 

50 

$70  50 

9738 

Seaman,  George  S . 

240 

00 

170  00 

9739 

Coe,  Charles  I),  and  ano.. 

386 

50 

250  00 

9740 

Rausch,  Edward  J . 

64 

00 

37  50 

9741 

Rausch,  Mathias  L . 

119 

32 

75  00 

9742 

Moriarity,  Mary  B . 

47 

75 

25  00 

9743 

Loney,  Henry. .  . . 

41 

00 

25  00 

9744 

Rich.  Herman  J . 

111 

00 

50  00 

802 

Simmons,  Austin,  estate.  .. 

415 

00 

Dismissed 

772 

Mulheron,  Patrick . 

2,520 

00 

Dismissed 

926 

Wright,  David . 

500 

00 

Dismissed 

2119 

Haves,  Richard  II-- . 

370 

00 

Dismissed 

2086 

Bardwell,  Morgan  O . 

2,000 

00 

Dismissed 

2121 

Edison  General  Electric 

Co . 

34,984 

53 

Dismissed 

2082 

Thurston,  George  L . 

1,000 

00 

Dismissed 

2081 

Thurston,  George  L . 

1,244 

00 

Dismissed 

1824 

Crowley,  James . 

300 

00 

Dismissed 

1868 

Drake,  John  W.,  et  al .  .  .  . 

3,065 

31 

Dismissed 

2327 

Shorter,  Joseph  W . 

1.670 

00 

Dismissed 

2435 

Drurv,  William.  . . 

119 

25 

Dismissed 

2436 

Van  Arnum,  Lewis  S .  .  .  . 

117 

50 

Dismissed 

2796 

Sherrill,  Mathew  D . 

214 

75 

Dismissed 

2785 

Dunn,  Hugh . 

260 

87  y2 

Dismissed 

2784 

Ryan,  William  . 

270 

00 

Dismissed 

2786 

Lynch,  Chris . 

659 

37% 

Dismissed 

2918 

Donovan,  John . 

107 

00 

Dismissed 

2514 

Sweeney,  John . 

55 

00 

Dismissed 

2513 

Robbins,  Garret . . 

74 

00 

Dismissed 

2512 

Johnson,  John  . 

57 

00 

Dismissed 

2511 

Donovan,  J eremiah  . 

52 

00 

Dismissed 

2429 

Troy  Public  Works  Co.  .  . 

4,481 

98 

Dismissed 

2920 

Lvnch,  Hugh  . 

107 

00 

Dismissed 

3476 

Sweeney,  Thomas  J . 

600 

00 

Dismissed 

3477 

Speisser,  Henrv  . 

150 

00 

Dismissed 

2941 

Day,  Olive,  as  Admx . 

82 

00 

Dismissed 

3128 

Saterlee,  Daniel  and  ano.  . 

275 

00 

Dismissed 
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No.  Claimant.  Claimed. 

32,90  O’Connor,  Michael .  $200'  00 

3315  Connolly,  Patrick .  2,000  00 

3482  Hoist,  Charles .  160  00 

3929  Harris,  William  .  '  250  00 

4160  Jones,  Jane .  190  00 

4260  Croft,  Yolnev .  4,750  00 

4426  Sanders,  Barnet  B .  600  00 

4470  Burst,  Moses .  3,025  00 

4795  Sprague,  Phebe  A .  10,250  00 

4916  McCloud,  Lewis  .  450  00 

4955  Hart,  Charles  E .  6,000  00 

6255  Gilbert,  Eli  .  197  00 

6044  Croft,  Yolnev  .  1,802  00 

7160  Paine,  Oliver  .  12000 

7163  Nesbitt,  Charles  W .  575  00 

7166  Ladd,  Mary  Jane .  1,500  00 

7170  Baum,  Chauncey  .  240  00 

7171  Belnap,  John  M .  200  00 

7172  Parker,  John  Y .  280  00 

7180  Sweeney,  James  .  150  00 

7189  Whipple,  J.  W .  115  00 

7190  Stuart,  Wilson  .  500  00 

7204  Faulter,  Fred  C .  500  00 

7203  Ladd,  Calista  B .  750  00 

7214  Dunham,  Frank  T .  335  00 

7234  Loskev,  Charles  .  374  00 

7205  Slauson,  Preston  .  240  00 

7217  Phillips,  Wendell  F .  346  66 

7223  Messick,  Jane . .  .  500  00 

7233  Phillips,  William  .  1,065  00 

7218  Hines,  Oscar  .  225  00 

7221  Laskey,  Antonio  W .  520  00 

7216  Gaffney,  Edwin  .  1,060  00 

7215  Stewart,  Dan  .  120  00 

3171  Saterlee,  Lemuel  .  82  00 

6200  MoComber,  Jav  .  50  00 

6201  White,  Frank  .  1,227  00 


Awarded. 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 
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No.  Claimant.  Claimed. 

6202  Wood,  Georgiana  .  $750  00 

7311  Lord,  John  E .  405  00 

7312  Eaton,  Ida  .  210  00 

7313  Palmer,  Manning  G .  2,850  00 

7321  Phillips,  James  .  269  50 

7243  Hines,  Robert  S .  730  00 

7239  Culer,  Carl  .  3,540  00 

6254  Cornell,  Walter  H .  260  00 

6293  Mead,  Emory  L .  100  00 

6321  Gifford,  Reuben  J .  2,174  00 

6294  Mead,  Emory  L .  1,005  00 

6223  Sherwood,  Cora  Poland.  .  .  850  00 

6327  Kellogg,  Chloe  1 .  615  00 

6348  Wrape,  Walter  H .  375  00 

6487  Wheeler,  William  F .  1,000  00 

6509  Judson,  John  .  10,000  00 

7022  Hall,  Arthur  .  212  00 

7024  Meredith,  Hugh .  360  00 

7025  Schroeppel,  Albert  W.  .  .  .  480  00 

7026  Schroeppel,  Albert  W....  3,240  00 

7027  Sitter ly,  La  Rue .  900  00 

7038  Anderson,  Charles  .  250  00 

7264  Patchen,  Lewis  L .  120  00 

7268  Kirchner,  Adolph,  and  ano.  1,000  00 

7297  Summer,  Polly,  and  ors.  .  200  00 

7298  Holley,  Henry,  and  ano.  .  200  00 

7049  Carter,  Fred  A.,  and  ano.  742  75 

7076  Bonsted,  Calvin  D .  1,920  00 

7078  Ramsay,  Alonzo  .  10,000  00 

7127  Page,  John  L.,  et  al .  780  00 

7143  Collins,  Ella,  and  ano.  .  .  .  2,000  00 

7150  Finn,  Albert  G .  458  50 

7201  Owsley,  John  Guy .  240  00 

7380  Shuelke,  William  C .  360  00 

7379  Lynch,  Mary  A .  200  00 

7372  Cheseboro,  Martin  Y. 

Beach  .  640  00 


Awarded. 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 

Dismissed 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

7367 

Wells,  Harry  D . 

$414  00 

Dismissed 

7363 

Hill,  D.  Monroe . 

2,800  00 

Dismissed 

7362 

Fitzgerald,  Emma  H .  .  .  . 

1,900  00 

Dismissed 

7895 

Bateman,  Willard  C . 

895  00 

Dismissed 

8734 

Cook,  Nancy  . 

250  00 

Dismissed 

8180 

Wilcox,  Bernard  F . 

700  00 

Dismissed 

7110 

Harrison,  Achsah . 

341  00 

Dismissed 

7113 

Spencer,  William  H  and 
ano . 

830  00 

Dismissed 

7114 

Hubbard,  Rozelle  L . 

680  00 

Dismissed 

7111 

Keefer,  T.  Jefferson.  .  .  . 

120  00 

Dismissed 

7115 

Spencer  W.  Ward . 

490  00 

Dismissed 

7118 

Fisber,  George,  et  al . 

1,186  00 

Dismissed 

7116 

Gregg,  Willis  P . 

381  90 

Dismissed 

10618 

O’Grady,  Ellen  . 

$270  16 

7006 

Blaiser,  Melvin  . 

1,368  13 

Dismissed 

6055 

Leonard,  J ennie  L . 

108  00 

Dismissed 

7042 

Hisert,  Edward  . 

1,173  00 

Dismissed 

7046 

Hibbard,  Edward  W . 

80  00 

Dismissed 

7060 

Wood,  William  S . 

160  00 

Dismissed 

7192 

Porter,  Mary  L . 

470  00 

Dismissed 

7193 

Tracy,  Elizabeth . 

180  00 

Dismissed 

7194 

Butt,  Frank  J . 

180  00 

Dismissed 

7261 

Denman,  Othello  C . 

434  00 

Dismissed 

7262 

Anthonv,  J  acob  M . 

635  00 

Dismissed 

7263 

Bellinger,  Simeon  W . 

200  00 

Dismissed 

7197 

Hetterline,  Adam  G . 

3,075  00 

Dismissed 

7407 

Ashfield,  Gertrude . 

481  95 

Dismissed 

7406 

Newell,  Muetta  E . 

58  25 

Dismissed 

7402 

Armstrong,  Begina . 

154  00 

Dismissed 

7579 

Mapes,  Charlotte,  &c . 

20,000  00 

Dismissed 

7506 

Welch,  Margaret . 

1,250  00 

Dismissed 

7988 

Hugson,  Frederick  W . 

5,608  00 

Dismissed 

7949 

Welch,  Margaret  . 

1,250  00 

Dismissed 

8047 

Christman,  Levi . 

1,000  00 

Dismissed 

8144 

Williams,  Alice  E . 

162  00 

Dismissed 

8184 

Artlip,  Emily  J . 

1,345  00 

Dismissed 
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No. 

8188 

8230 

8215 

8274 

8528 

8386 

8382 

8379 

8365 

8642 

8394 

9075 

9014 

9015 

9016 

8530 

8531 

8532 

8533 

8534 

8535 

8536 

8537 

8538 

8325 

8403 

8729 

4095 

5987 

7304 

7851 

7933 

9033 

9078 

9115 

9053 

8140 
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Claimant. 

Fellows,  Susan  A . 

McCabe,  J ames  and  ano. .  . 

Welcher,  Edward  A . 

Pelhorn,  John  A . 

Loskey,  Antonio  W . 

Garvev,  Elizabeth . 

Higgs,  James  R . 

Teachout,  Jerome  C . 

Andres,  Lewis  . . 

Morrison,  John . 

Platt,  David  S . 

Roman,  George  P . 

Bowman,  Lydia  . 

Walling,  Dorcas  . 

Bateman,  John  . 

Chiler,  Carl  . 

Hess,  Hattie . 

Wiltse,  Catherine . 

Phillips,  Wendell  E . 

Goodwin,  Frank . 

Ladd,  Mary  Jane . 

Phillips,  Elijah  H . 

Phillips,  William . 

Hess,  Clarence  . 

Roberts,  William  . 

Tuppett,  T.  A . 

Pacelli,  Louis . 

Kearney,  Sarah  M.,  et  al .  . 

Nichols,  Mark  A . 

Poppleton,  Moses,  et  al .  . 

Freer,  William  B . 

Oatley,  Elizabeth  . 

Corrigan,  Kate  . 

Sabetta,  Frank  . 

(Sabetta,  Frank . 

Hess,  Emma  Louise . 

Otts,  David . 


Claimed. 

Awarded. 

$250 

00 

Dismissed 

214 

00 

Dismissed 

500 

00 

Dismissed 

150 

00 

Dismissed 

550 

00 

Dismissed 

100 

00 

Dismissed 

306 

00 

Dismissed 

50 

00 

Dismissed 

651 

00 

Dismissed 

200 

00 

Dismissed 

400 

00 

Dismissed 

40 

00 

Dismissed 

200 

00 

Dismissed 

100 

00 

Dismissed 

40 

00 

Dismissed 

2,175 

00 

Dismissed 

250 

00 

Dismissed 

150 

00 

Dismissed 

320 

00 

Dismissed 

300 

00 

Dismissed 

1,500 

00 

Dismissed 

o 

o 

c\ 

00 

Dismissed 

330 

00 

Dismissed 

480 

00 

Dismissed 

150 

00 

Dismissed 

320 

00 

Dismissed 

742 

00 

Dismissed 

2,000 

00 

Dismissed 

500 

00 

Dismissed 

235 

00 

Dismissed 

3,660 

00 

Dismissed 

50 

00 

Dismissed 

143 

00 

Dismissed 

100 

00 

Dismissed 

1,002 

00 

Dismissed 

302 

65 

Dismissed 

150 

00 

Dismissed 
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No. 

Claimant. 

Claimed. 

Awarded. 

10703 

Butler,  Mac  E.,  et  al.  .  .  . 

$700  00 

Dismissed 

8 8 3- A 

Minton,  Albert  M.,  et  al.. 

200  00 

$75  00 

10382 

180  00 

9  8- A 

Emeus,  Lilia  Alice . 

200  00 

836-A 

180  00 

270  00 

9900 

Haag,  J ohn  . 

2,055  00 

250  00 

10633 

Newcomb,  Royal  M.,  et  al 

3,500  00 

1,425  00 

953-A 

Yoran,  Mary  L . 

25  00 

25  00 

9745 

Breese,  James,  et  al.,  Ex- 

ecutors,  etc.,  of  Frank 
Huber,  deceased . 

70  00 

50  00 

8731 

Pacelli,  Louis  . 

300  00 

Dismissed 

9 2 8- A 

Christy,  Mary  J . 

363  70 

120  00 

973-A 

Humeston,  Henry  . 

149  00 

75  00 

9 7 5- A 

Smith,  F rank . 

75  00 

50  00 

9  74- A 

Bauer,  Catherine . 

196  00 

55  00 

978-A 

Kuhn,  Henry,  et  al . 

3,150  00 

300  00 

9 7 6- A 

Miller,  Solomea . 

175  00 

60  00 

979-A 

Fry,  William,  Jr . 

565  00 

125  00 

927-A 

Herman,  Fred  J . 

320  00 

230  00 

10332 

Lannan,  James  . 

105  00 

10804 

Lannan,  James  . 

137  00 

75  00 

913-A 

Drake,  Theodore  A . 

50  00 

50  00 

9575, 

10804 

Hewitt,  Arthur  . 

1138-A 

2,000  00 

660  00 

7  8- A 

Schroth,  Eliza  . 

682  50 

Dismissed 

332-A 

Onondaga  County  Milk  As- 

so  ci  at  ion . 

285  50 

285  50 

— 

Costs  86  43 

Ho  ffm  an,  X  or  her  t  L . 

275  00 

275  00 

Costs,  etc. 

95  96 

142 
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No. 

6  8  5- A 
526-A 
10471 
523-A 
1000 

1450 

1451 
2704 
1998 
6066 
9699 

5 19- A 

5 17-  A 

5 18-  A 
516-A 
5 15- A 
5 14- A 
513-A 
5 12- A 
5  08- A 

509- A 

5 10-  A 

511- A 
86-A 


OTHER  THAN  CANAL 

Claimant. 

Ferrara,  A.  &  Co . 

Spuvten-Duyvil  Const.  Co . 

Dupee,  George  H . - 

Conger,  Benn,  et  al . 

McGuigan,  J  ames  . 

Van  Derzee,  Jane . 

Van  Derzee,  Martin . 

Harriman,  Edward  H.  .  .  . 

Thorn,  David  . 

Colvin,  Ver  Planck . 

Seymour,  Lena  A . 

Anderson,  Brnno  . 

Illingworth,  Fred . 

Olson,  Eric . 

Carlson,  Charles  . 

Holdridge,  Thomas  0 . 

Swanson,  Albert  .  . . 

Durand,  Herman  F . 

Marsh,  James  H . 

L  aw  son ,  John  E . 

Turner,  Peter,  et  al . 

Haynes,  Walter  H . 

Anderson,  Andrew . 

The  Cathedral  of  All 

Saints  in  the  City  and 

Diocese  of  Albany . 

«/ 


JUDGMENTS. 


Claimed . 

Awarded. 

$39,928 

87 

$31,935  55 

11,004 

96 

3,700  00 

3,241 

80 

4,419  65 

18,000 

00 

18,000  00 

70 

00 

Dismissed 

150 

00 

Dismissed 

200 

00 

Dismissed 

150 

00 

Dismissed 

45 

00 

Dismissed 

377,241 

31 

Dismissed 

9,880 

00 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

77 

08 

Dismissed 

5,000 

00 

5,000  00 

No. 


PERSONAL  INJURY  JUDGMENTS. 

Claimant.  Claimed.  Awarded. 


609-A  Miller,  Edward  J .  $1,254  00 

9302  Finnegan,  John  J .  25,000  00 

8259  Naylor,  George  .  10,000  00 

10676  Loomis.  Dennis,  Jr .  5,000  00 


$654  50 
Dismissed 
Dismissed 
Dismissed 
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The  following  claims  have  been  presented  to  the  Board  of 
Claims  growing  out  of  the  automobile  accident  at  the  -State  Fair 
Grounds  at  Syracuse  on  the  16th  of  September,  1911 : 

Eva  M.  Arnold,  as  administratrix  of  F.  H.  Arnold.  $25,000  00 

Anna  B.  Youker .  25,500  00 

Bridget  Ryan,  as  administratrix  of  Edward  Ryan .  .  20,000  00 

Marie  McLauehlan,  as  administratrix .  50,000  00 

Ida  M.  Bovd,  as  administratrix .  25,000  00 

Charles  E.  Dooley .  5,187  71 

William  P.  Sharkey .  15,500  00 

Anna  E.  Pavne,  as  administratrix .  25,000  00 

Peter  Livadas .  5,100  00 

Janies  Robinson .  1,000  00 

Mary  E.  Robinson .  3,000  00 

Maude  S.  Bradley,  as  administratrix .  25,264  80 

Eva  M.  Arnold,  as  administratrix  of  A.  F.  Arnold .  5,000  00 

Joseph  A.  Verrette,  as  guardian .  5,000  00 

Bessie  W.  Ballantyne,  as  administratrix .  25,000  00 

Michael  C.  Halpin,  as  administrator  .  20,000  00 

William  Miner .  5,000  00 

William  H.  Gausline,  as  administrator .  25,000  00 


Of  the  claims  so  tiled  the  following  have  been  tried  and  a  de- 
cision  rendered  by  Judge  Vann  holding  the  State  liable  and  award¬ 
ing  damages  in  the  amount  set  opposite  the  names,  as  follows: 

Eva  M.  Arnold,  as  administratrix  of  F.  H.  Arnold .  $8,000  00 

Anna  B.  Youker .  2,000  00 

Marie  McLauehlan,  as  administratrix .  10,000  00 

Peter  Livadas .  800  00 

Eva  M.  Arnold,  as  administratrix  of  A.  F.  Arnold .  500  00 

Bessie  W.  Ballantyne  as  administratrix .  5,000  00 
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STATE  HOSPITALS. 

During  the  past  calendar  year  this  office  has  acted  at  attorney 
for  the  State  Hospital  Commission  and  the  various  State  Hos¬ 
pitals.  The  detail  work  of  collection  of  accounts  for  mainte¬ 
nance  has  been  performed  by  the  collection  bureau  of  the  State 
Hospital  Commission,  with  the  advice  of  this  office  whenever 
necessary.  All  of  the  papers  served  upon  patients  in  the  State 
Hospitals  have  been  forwarded  to  this  office  for  examination  and 
the  rights  of  the  incompetent  persons  detained  in  the  State  Hospi¬ 
tals  have  in  all  instances  been  protected.  The  papers  so  forwarded 
have  often  disclosed  valuable  interests  possessed  by  these  incom¬ 
petents,  or  responsible  estates  out  of  which  the  maintenance  of 
incompetent  relatives  should  be  paid.  It  frequently  occurs  that 
persons  responsible  for  the  maintenance  of  incompetents  devise 
their  property  to  nonrelatives  where  the  estate  would  be  inherited 
or  distributed  to  such  incompetents.  In  all  such  instances  this 
office  has  insisted  upon  a  payment  of  the  maintenance  accounts  of 
the  hospitals  due  at  the  time  of  the  testator’s  death. 

This  office  has  also  been  successful  during  the  past  year  in  ob¬ 
taining  a  decision  in  the  Fourth  Department,  in  the  Matter  of 
Wesley,  to  the  effect  that  claims  of  State  Hospitals  for  mainte¬ 
nance  of  incompetents  are  preferred  over  those  of  general  cred¬ 
itors  existing  at  the  time  of  the  appointment  of  the  committee, 
although  the  incompetent  was  admitted  to  the  hospital  as  insolvent 
and  indigent.  The  establishing  of  this  principal  by  the  courts  will 
be  very  helpful  in  the  collection  of  maintenance  accounts  in  State 
hospitals. 

A  large  number  of  opinions  have  been  rendered  to  the  State 
Hospital  Commission  and  the  various  State  hospitals.  This  office 
has  also  been  represented  in  a  large  number  of  habeas  corpus  pro¬ 
ceedings  instituted  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  release  of 
incompetents  confined  in  the  State  hospitals.  Uniform  success 
has  resulted  in  all  of  these  proceedings.  The  number  of  commit¬ 
tees  of  the  person  and  estate  of  incompetents  is  hereinafter  shown 
in  detail. 

I  would  add  that  the  placing  of  this  office  in  charge  of  the  entire 
legal  matters  of  the  various  State  hospitals  has  been  clearly  proved 
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to  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  State,  not  only  as  a  matter  of  economy 
but  also  as  a  matter  of  efficiency.  As  fast  as  new  methods  of 
taking  care  of  the  legal  business  of  the  State  hospitals  are  exam¬ 
ined  and  approved  they  are  caused  to  be  adopted  in  all  of  the 
State  hospitals  and  each  hospital  receives  the  almost  immediate 
benefit  of  the.  experience  of  others. 

The  number  of  cases  commenced  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  committees  for  patients  in  State  hospitals.  429 

The  number  of  cases  referred  to  office  relating  to  mat¬ 
ters  in  Surrogates’  Courts .  283 

The  number  of  cases  other  than  committee  proceed¬ 
ings  and  cases  in  Surrogate’s  Court .  477 

The  number  of  cases  in  which  committees  have  been 

appointed .  377 

The  number  of  cases  pending  incompleted  for  appoint¬ 
ment  of  committee .  37 

The  number  of  cases  discontinued .  15 


The  amount  of  costs  and  disbursements  collected  in 

proceedings  for  the  appointment  of  committees.  .  .  .  $5,054  33 

The  amount  of  costs  and  disbursements  remaining;  un- 

o 

collected  in  proceedings  for  the  appointment  of 

committees .  3,272  04 

Total  amount  earned  by  office  for  costs  and  disburse¬ 
ments  in  proceedings  for  the  appointment  of  com¬ 
mittees  .  8,326  37 

The  total  amount  collected  for  the  maintenance  of 

patients  in  'State  hospitals .  19,370  46 


CASES  COMMENCED  FOR  APPOINTMENT  OF 

COMMITTEES. 

Manhattan .  75 

Kings  Park .  00 

Central  Islip .  64 

Long  Island  .  14 

St.  Lawrence .  24 

Ltica  ,  .  .  . . 10 
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Middletown .  13 

Hudson  River .  43 

Binghamton .  16 

Buffalo .  36 

Rochester .  25 

Willard .  33 

Gowanda .  16 


Total .  429 


CASES  REFERRED  TO  THIS  OFFICE  RELATING  TO 
MATTERS  IN  SURROGATE’S  COURT. 


Manhattan .  29 

Kings  Park .  33 

Central  Islip .  29 

Long  Island  .  5 

St.  Lawrence .  18 

LTtica .  24 

Middletown .  30 

Hudson  River .  26 

Binghamton .  25 

Buffalo .  19 

Rochester .  IT 

Willard .  17 

Gowanda . : .  11 


Total 


283 


CASES  OTHER  THAN  COMMITTEE  PROCEEDINGS 
AND  SURROGATES'  MATTERS. 


Manhattan .  100 

Kings  Park  .  65 

Central  Islip .  78 

Long  Island .  18 

St.  Lawrence  . .  29 
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Utica .  14 

Middletown .  10 

Hudson  River .  23 

Binghamton .  13 

Buffalo .  30 

Rochester .  38 

Gowanda .  27 

Willard .  32 


Total .  477 


CASES  IN  WHICH  COMMITTEES  HAVE  BEE N 

APPOINTED. 

Manhattan .  72 

Kings  Park .  58 

Central  Islip .  63 

Long  Island .  11 

St.  Lawrence .  21 

Utica .  6 

Middletown .  13 

Hudson  River .  40 

Binghamton .  14 

Buffalo .  21 

Rochester .  19 

Willard .  26 

Gowanda .  13 


Total .  377 


CASES  PENDING  INCOMPLETED  FOR  APPOINTMENT 

OF  COMMITTEES. 

St.  Lawrence .  3 

Utica .  3 

Middletown .  1 

Hudson  River .  1 

Binghamton .  2 
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Rochester 
Buffalo  . 
Gowanda 
Willard  . 


Total .  37 


X UMBER  OF  CASES  DISCONTINUED. 


Manhattan .  3 

Kings  Park . 2 

Central  Islip .  1 

Long  Island . .  3 

Utica .  1 

Hudson  River  .  1 

Rochester .  1 

Willard .  2 

Gowanda .  1 


COSTS  AND  DISBURSEMENTS  COLLECTED  BY  THE 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL  AND  FORWARDED  TO  THE 
STATE  HOSPITALS. 


Manhattan .  $824  85' 

Kings  Park .  802  00 

Central  Islip .  982  94 

Long  Island .  150  00 

St.  Lawrence .  159  50 

Utica .  170  00 

Middletown .  275  50 

Hudson  River .  678  86 

Binghamton .  244  58 

Buffalo .  212  00 

Rochester .  240  00 

Willard .  184  00 

Gowanda .  130  00 


Total 


$5,054  33 


Of  this  amount  $285.25  was  sent  direct  to  hospitals. 
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COSTS  AN1)  DISBURSEMENTS  WHICH  REMAIN 

UNCOLLECTED. 


Manhattan .  $475  00 

Kings  Park .  650  00 

Central  Islip .  375  00 

Long  Island .  75  00 

St.  Lawrence .  199  12 

Utica .  15  00 

Middletown .  65  00 

Hudson  River .  439  27 

Binghamton .  78  60 

Buffalo .  214  00 

Rochester .  211  00 

Willard .  364  05 

Gowanda .  Ill  00 


Total .  $3,272  04 


MAINTENANCE  ACCOUNTS  COLLECTED  BY  THE 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL  AND  FORWARDED  TO  THE 
STATE  HOSPITALS. 


Manhattan  .  . 
Kings  Park  .  . 
Central  Islip  . 
Long  Island  .  . 
St.  Lawrence  . 

Utica . 

Middletown  . 
Hudson  River 
Rochester  .  .  . 
Willard  .  .  .  . 
Gowanda  .  .  .  . 


$4,931  53 
1,338  70 
2,830  43 
486  27 
2,962  35 
20  52 
2,161  45 
2,487  76 
312  23 
820  33 
1,018  89 


Total 


$19,370  46. 


Of  this  amount  $7,288.33  was  sent  direct  to  hospitals. 
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ACTIONS  COMMENCED  UNDER  THE  CONSERVATION 

LAW. 

Actions  Pending. 

Supreme  Court. 

Albany  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
William  DeNue  and  Another  (Fish  and  Game). 

Clinton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Charles  Stevens  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Clinton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Henry  Reyell  (Trespass). 

Clinton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Benjamin  Disotelle  et  al.  (Fish  and  Game). 

Clinton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Mike  Disotelle  and  Another  (Fish  and  Game). 

Clinton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Oliver  Beshaw  and  Another  (Fish  and  Game. 

Clinton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Augustus  LaFrancis  (Trespass). 

Delaware  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
John  Lakin  and  Eugene  Riseley  (Trespass). 

Delaware  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Emmett  Washburn  (Trespass). 

Delaware  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Erie  Railroad  Company  (Fire). 

Erie  County —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Wil¬ 
liam  Keenan  (Fish  and  Game). 

Erie  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Martha  A.  Bowker  (Fish  and  Game). 

Erie  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Alfred  Olson  (Fish  and  Game). 

Erie  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  John 
Oberts  (Fish  and  Game). 

Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
W7illiam  Brannon  (Fire). 

Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Michael  Quinn  (Fish  and  Game). 


Report  or  the  Attorney-General. 


151 


Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Re w  York  v. 
Bert  Barber  (Trespass). 

Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Edward  Williams,  Jr.  (Fish  and  Game). 

Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
William  Mudge  (Fish  and  Game). 

Franklin  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Santa  Clara  Lumber  Company  (Trespass). 

Franklin  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Fred  McReil  (Fish  and  Game). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
James  C.  Livingston  (Ejectment). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Hosea  G.  Locke  (Ejectment). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Thomas  D.  McClure  (Trespass). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Alfred  Henshaw  (Inquest — Trespass). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Melinda  Hasbrouck  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
John  P.  Brannen  (Trespass). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Isaac  H.  Brownell  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Edgar  Call  (Fish  and  Game). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Arthur  Stanton  (Inquest  —  Trespass). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Asa  Willis  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
William  Plue  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Lester  Kendall  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
James  R.  Locke  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  - —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Rew  York  v. 
Portus  R.  Ordwav  and  another  (Ejectment). 
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Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Elmer  Porter  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Delia  Legacy  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Francis  S.  Juckett  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Stillman  Lamphere  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Deborah  Yandewater  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Portus  Ordway  et  al.  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Lucy  Root  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Lames  L.  McCann  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Edna  Galusha  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
William  Osgood  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Joseph  Locke  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Michael  Gooley  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Gideon  Savarie  and  another  (Ejectment  ). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Ralph  Locke  and  another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Willard  R.  Locke  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Edmund  Lamphere  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Edgar  A.  Wilson  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
William  Starbuck  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Abraham  King  (Ejectment). 
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Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Elmer  Benton  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Lester  Savarie,  Jr.,  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Frank  Pelon  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Robert  Blanchard  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Edward  Blanchard  and  Another  (Ejectment). 

Herkimer  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Loon  Lake  Club  et  al.  (Ejectment). 

Herkimer  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Prank  Knox  (Trespass). 

Herkimer  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
George  Firth  (Trespass). 

Herkimer  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 

George  Winks  (Fish  and  Game). 

Herkimer  County— The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 

William  Potter  (Fish  and  Game). 

Jefferson  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 

Maurice  Powers  (Fish  and  Game). 

Jefferson  Countv — Harvey  Shaw  v.  Alfred  P  Williams  et  al. 

«/  «/ 

(Action  to  set  aside  judgment). 

Kings  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Frank 
Pulano  (Fish  and  Game). 

Kings  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Chris¬ 
topher  Holzinger  (Fish  and  Game — Inquest). 

Nassau  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Sea  Cliff  and  Glen  Cove  Gas  Company  (Fish  and  Game). 

New  York  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Frank  Whitson  (Fish  and  Game). 

New  York  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Hendon  Chubb  (Fish  and  Game). 

Otsego  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  David 
Bridger  (Fish  and  Game). 

St.  Lawrence  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York 
v.  Fred  Smart  (Fire). 
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St.  Lawrence  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York 
v.  Eli  Barry  (Fish  and  Game). 

St,  Lawrence  County-^-The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York 
v.  Frank  R.  Chase  (Fish  and  Game). 

Tompkins  County — Chauncey  L.  McKeegan  v.  John  B.  Vann 
(False  Arrest). 

Ulster  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Hard- 
enburg  et  al.  (Title). 

Ulster  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Balsam 
Lake  Club  (Title). 

Washington  County — Prefontaine  v.  Temple  &  Kilburn  (Con¬ 
version). 

Washington  County — Gordon  v.  Temple  Kilburn  (Conver¬ 
sion). 

Warren  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Har¬ 
riet  Glassbrooks  Harvey  Combs  (Trespass — Inquest). 

Westchester  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
George  Dodge  (Fish  and  Game). 


Actions  Disposed  of. 

Supreme  Court. 

Albany  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
LeRoy  Vincent  (Fish  and  Game  —  Settled). 

Albany  County  —  Spiegel  v.  Burnham  (Conversion  —  Discon¬ 
tinued  ) . 

Cayuga  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
George  Huff  and  Eugene  B.  Rounds  (Undertaking  on  appeal  from 
judgment —  Settled). 

Clinton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Leander  Provost  (Trespass  and  injunction  —  Judgment  for 
plaintiff). 

Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Joseph 
Cross  (Fish  and  Game  —  Judgment  for  defendant). 

Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Lewis 
Thompson  et  al.  (Trespass — Settled). 

Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Dela¬ 
ware  and  Hudson  Company,  Action  No.  1  (Fire —  Settled). 
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Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v.  Dela¬ 
ware  and  Hudson  Company,  Action  Ho.  2  (Fire — Settled). 

Franklin  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Louis  LaBombard  (Trespass — Settled). 

Franklin  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Thomas  McIntyre  (Fire  —  Action  abated  by  death). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Charles  H.  Bennett,  Action  1  (Trespass  —  Settled). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Charles  II.  Bennett,  Action  2  (Trespass —  Settled). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Charles  H.  Bennett,  Action  3  (Trespass — Settled). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Charles  II.  Bennett,  Action  4  (Ejectment  —  Settled). 

Fulton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Charles  H.  Bennett,  Action  ,5  (Trespass  —  Settled). 

Essex  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v.  John 
J.  Farrell  (Ejectment  —  Plaintiff  and  defendant  each  awarded 
land). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
William  H.  Courtney  (Fish  and  Game  —  Discontinued). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Everett  It.  Walker  (Trespass  —  Judgment  for  defendant). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
William  Starbuck  (Ejectment  —  Discontinued). 

Fulton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Gilbert  Boyer  (Ejectment  —  Discontinued). 

Greene  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Percival  Ham  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

Genesee  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Mike  Goose  (Fish  and  Game  —  Judgment  for  plaintiff). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
William  Rudes  et  al.  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  defendants). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v. 
Louis  Champagne  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Hev  York  v. 
Lucinda  Slack  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  defendant). 
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Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Timothy  Crowley  (Trespass  —  Discontinued). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Fred  Morey  (Fish  and  Game  —  Discontinued). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Zoe  Savarie  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  plaintiff  for 
major  portion  of  premises). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Dyer  Daniels  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Not  yet  determined). 

Hamilton  County — -  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Abbie  McCormick  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  defendant). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Frank  King  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  defend¬ 
ants). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New7  York  v. 
William  Eldridge  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  de¬ 
fendants). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New7  York  v. 
Lowell  Fish  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  defend¬ 
ants). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Frank  Talbot  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Complaint  dismissed). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New7  York  v. 
Sidney  Daniels  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  de¬ 
fendants). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New7  York  v. 
Edwrard  King  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Not  yet  determined). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New7  York  v. 
William  Bennett  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Plaintiff  and  de¬ 
fendants  each  awarded  land). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Emma  Gay  and  another  (Ejectment — Plaintiff  and  defendants 
each  awarded  land). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New7  York  v. 
James  Kiscadden  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Plaintiff  and  de¬ 
fendants  each  awarded  land). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Walter  Ray  and  another •  (Ejectment — Judgment  for  plaintiff  ). 
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Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Jesse  Pratt  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Decision  not  rendered). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Joseph  King  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  defend¬ 
ants). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Charles  Payne  and  another  (Ejectment — Judgment  for  defend¬ 
ants). 

Hamilton  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Edgar  Moses  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Plaintiff  and  defendants 
each  awarded  land). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Fred  Bullard  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Not  yet  determined). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Augustine  DeMars  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Plaintiff  and  de¬ 
fendants  each  awarded  land). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Charles  Hunt  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  defend¬ 
ants). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Frank  St.  Onge  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Not  yet  determined). 

Hamilton  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Charles  Tracy  and  another  (Ejectment  —  Judgment  for  defend¬ 
ants). 

Herkimer  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
John  Nelson  (Fire — Settled). 

Herkimer  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
George  Welch  (Trespass — Settled). 

Herkimer  County— The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
J ohn  Moon  ( T respass  —  Settled ) . 

Herkimer  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Hinckley  Fibre  Company  (Trespass  —  Settled). 

Herkimer  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Myron  Daley  (Trespass  —  Judgment  for  plaintiff). 

Herkimer  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Lawson  &  Winks  (Trespass  —  Judgment  for  defendants). 

Onondaga  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
LeRov  T.  Vinton  (Fish  and  Game  —  Discontinued). 
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Otsego  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Cronauer  &  Gray  (Fish  and  Game  —  Discontinued). 

Queens  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Bergen  Smith  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

Queens  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
William  J.  Proch  (Fish  and  Game  —  Judgment  for  plaintiff). 

Saratoga  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
J.  Brunzo  Wilson  et  al.  (Fish  and  Game  —  Judgment  for  de¬ 
fendants)  . 

iSt.  Lawrence  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York 
v.  Samuel  Fenton  (Fish  and  Game  —  Discontinued). 

St.  Lawrence  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York 
v.  George  B.  Rambaud  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

•St.  Lawrence  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York 
v.  Frank  Guiles  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

Suffolk  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Andrew  Meloy  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

Suffolk  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Victor  Downs  (Fish  and  Game  —  Judgment  for  plaintiff). 

Suffolk  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
J.  Sidney  Allen  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

Suffolk  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
George  B.  Moore  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

Suffolk  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Harry  H.  Thorpe  (Fish  and  Game  —  Settled). 

Suffolk  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Fowler  &  Sprague  (Fish  and  Game — Discontinued). 

'Sullivan  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 

William  Edwards  (Fish  and  Game - Settled). 

Ulster  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Lud¬ 
wig  Olsen  et  al.  (Title — Judgment  for  plaintiff). 

Washington  County —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Carl  Beckwith,  Jr.  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

Warren  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
John  Crottv  (Trespass — Judgment  for  defendant). 

Warren  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  v. 
Wesley  Harrington  (Fish  and  Game  —  Judgment  for  defend¬ 
ant). 
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Warren  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  v. 
Ford  Markle  (Fish  and  Game  —  Judgment  for  defendant). 

Warren  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  v. 
Myron  Spaulding  (Fish  and  Game  —  Settled). 

Warren  County — The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  v. 
David  Ward  (Fish  and  Game  —  'Settled). 

Warren  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  v. 
George  Smith  (Fish  and  Game —  Settled). 

Warren  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  v. 
Hugh  Davis  (Fish  and  Game — Settled). 

Warren  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  v. 

Hasel  Severance  (Fish  and  Game - Settled). 

Warren  County  —  The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York  v. 
Doolittle  &  Shattuck  (Fish  and  Game  —  Discontinued). 
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SPECIAL  FRANCHISE  TAX  PROCEEDINGS  SETTLED 
OR  TERMINATED  DURING  1913. 

Buffalo  and  Lake  Erie  Traction  Company. 

1911.  Towns:  Hamburg,  $71,500;  Portland,  $83,000. 

Village:  Brocton,  $18,000. 


Citizens  Railroad,  Light  and  Power  Company". 

1912.  Town:  Fishkill,  $69,530. 

Villages :  Fishkill,  $1,020;  Fishkill  Landing,  $25,500; 
Matteawan,  $40,800. 


1908.  Citv 

1909.  City 

t / 

1910.  City 

1911.  City 


Commercial  Union  Telephone  Company. 

Troy,  $115,000. 

Troy,  $115,000. 

Troy,  $115,000. 

Troy,  $125,000. 


Delaware,  Lackawanna  and  Western  Railroad  Company". 

1913.  City:  Buffalo,  $775,360. 

Edison  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of  Amsterdam. 
1906.  City:  Amsterdam,  $48,000. 


Federal  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company". 

1911.  Towns:  Bath,  $15,000;  North  Dansville,  $9,500;  Sala¬ 
manca,  $1,000. 

Villages :  Dansville,  $9,000;  Bath,  $1,400;  Medina, 
(Shelby),  $2,000,  (Ridgeway),  $5,500;  Mid- 
dleport,  $3,000 ;  Salamanca,  $8,300. 


1912. 


Fishkill  Electric  Railway  Company". 

Town:  Fishkill,  $23,800. 

Villages:  Fishkill,  $5,950;  Matteawan,  $6,800. 


Fonda,  Johnstown  and  Gloversville  Railroad  Company. 

1907.  Town:  Amsterdam,  $12,000. 

1911.  Town:  Mohawk,  $10,000. 


Report  of  the  Attorney-General. 


161 


Haverstraw  Water  Supply  Company. 

1012.  Towns:  Haverstraw,  $67,840;  Stony  Point,  $16,200. 

4  OH N  J  OHISTON. 

1912.  City:  Mt.  Vernon,  $17,000. 

Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company 


1911.  City: 

Lackawanna,  $44,000. 

Municipal  Gas  Company  of  Albany. 

1907.  City: 

* 

Albany,  $1,500,000. 

1908.  City: 

Albany,  $1,050,000. 

1909.  City: 

e/ 

Albany,  $1,135,000. 

1910.  Citv  : 

< 

Albany,  $  1 ,665,000. 

Nassau  Light  and  Power  Company. 

1910.  Towns 

:  Hempstead,  $45,000;  North  Hempstead, 

000;  Oyster  Bay,  $100,000. 

Villages :  Hempstead,  $16,500;  Mineola,  $16,500;  Sea 
Cliff,  $43,800. 

1911.  Towns:  Hempstead,  $57,00-0 ;  North  Hempstead,  $125,- 

000;  Oyster  Bay,  $125,000. 

Villages :  Floral  Park,  $6,000;  Hempstead,  $65,000  ; 
Mineola,  $18,000;  Sea  Cliff,  $25,000. 

New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

1908.  Cities:  Buffalo,  $1,626,407;  Cohoes,  $15,100. 

Towns :  Altamont,  $3,000  ;  Coeymans,  $6,000  ;  Southeast, 
$24,000. 

Villages:  Brewster,  $23,200;  Tupper  Lake,  $3,000. 

1909.  City:  Cohoes,  $15,100. 

Towns:  Glenville,  $12,600;  Niagara,  $5,100;  Southeast. 
$24,000. 

Villages:  Brewster,  $26,200;  La  Salle,  $5,100. 

1 9 1 0.  City :  ( Vhoes,  $1 5,1 00. 

Towns:  Coeymans,  $6,000;  Glenville,  $18,800;  Niagara, 
$5,100;  Southeast,  $6,500. 

Villages:  Brewster,  $6,500;  La  Salle,  $5,100. 
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1911.  City:  Colioes,  $36,200. 

Towns:  Adams,  $5,800;  Coeymans,  $6,000;  Glenville, 
$18,800;  Niagara,  $5,100. 

Village:  La  Salle,  $5,100. 

New  York,  Ontario  and  Western  Railway  Company. 
1908.  Town:  Walton,  $14,100. 

New  York  Telephone  Company. 

Cities:  Amsterdam,  1911,  $57,000;  Auburn,  1910,  $70,000; 

Binghamton,  1911,  $137,000  ;  Cohoes,  1911,  $17,500  ; 
Cortland,  1910,  $35,000;  1911,  $35,000;  Elmira, 
1911,  $123,000;  Fulton,  1911,  $8,000;  Geneva,  1911, 
$18,000;  Glens  Falls,  1911,  $60,000;  Ilornell, 

1910,  $12,300  ;  Hudson,  1911,  $24,000  ;  Ithaca,  1911, 
$45,000;  Jamestown,  1911,  $70,000;  Kingston,  1911, 
$100,000;  Lackawanna,  1911,  $26,000;  Lockport, 

1910,  $50,000;  1911,  $53,000;  Mount  Vernon,  1910, 

$230,000;  1911,  $267,000;  Newburgh,  1911,  $90,- 
000;  New  Rochelle,  1910,  $240,000;  1911,  $297,000; 
Niagara  Falls,  1910,  $80,000;  1911,  $100,000; 
North  Tonawanda,  1911,  $36,000;  Ogdensburg, 

1911,  $34,000;  Glean,  1910,  $20,000;  1911,  $30,000; 
Oneida,  1911,  $28,000;  Oneonta,  1910,  $33,000; 
Oswego,  1911,  $80,000;  Plattsburgh,  1911,  $21,500; 
Port  Jervis,  1910,  $9,500;  1911,  $1,500;  Rensselaer, 
1910,  $26,000;  1911,  $28,000;  Rome,  1910,  $36,- 
000;  1911,  $45,000;  Rochester,  1910,  $685,000; 
Schenectady,  1911,  $230,000;  Syracuse,  1910,  $610,- 
000;  1911,  $700,000;  Tonawanda,  1910,  $18,000; 
Utica,  1911,  $208,000;  Watertown,  1911,  $95,000; 
Watervliet,  1910,  $40,000;  1911,  $50,000;  Yonkers, 

1910,  $395,000;  1911,  $530,000. 

Towns:  Alma,  1911,  $500;  Annsville,  1911,  $1,400;  Andover, 

1911,  $1,500;  Athens,  1911,  $5,900;  Augusta,  1911, 
$300;  Boonville,  1911,  $5,500;  Bridgewater,  1911, 
$2,200;  Bristol,  1911,  $5,500;  Cambria,  1911,  $8,- 
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800;  Camden,  1911,  $6,300;  Canadice,  1911,  $2,200; 
Canandaigua,  1911,  $19,000;  Catskill,  1911,  $21,- 
500;  Cincinnatus,  1911,  $5,000;  Cortlandville,  1911, 
$15,200;  Coxsackie,  1911,  $4,000;  Cuba,  1911,  $2,- 
500;  Deerfield,  1911,  $13,600;  Denmark,  1911, 
$4,750;  Diana,  1911,  $2,650;  East  Bloomfield,  1911, 
$10,000;  Farmington,  1911,  $5,000;  Florence,  1911, 
$1,450;  Floyd,  1911,  $1,000;  Frankfort,  1911,  $3,- 
650;  Friendship,  1911,  $3,000;  Geneva,  1911,  $6,- 
000;  Gorham,  1911,  $5,500;  Greig,  1911,  $2,200; 
Hartland,  1911,  $10,000;  Homer,  1911,  $20,500; 
Hopewell,  1911,  $5,250;  Hunter,  1911,  $5,000;  Inde¬ 
pendence,  1911,  $350;  Kirkland,  1911,  $3,700;  La- 
Peer,  1911,  $250;  Lee,  1911,  $1,600;  Lenox,  1911, 
$13,500;  Lewiston,  1911,  $8,500;  Leyden,  1911, 
$3,000;  Lockport,  1911,  $16,000;  Lowville,  1911, 
$3,300;  Lyonsdale,  1911,  $650;  Manchester,  1911, 
$10,000;  Marathon,  1911,  $3,800;  Marcy,  1911, 
$6,350;  Marshall,  1911,  $3,500 ;  Naples,  1911,  $10,- 
000;  New  Baltimore,  1911,  $2,700;  Newfane,  1911, 
$16,500;  New  Hartford,  1911,  $10,700;  Niagara, 
1911,  $10,500;  Osceola,  1911,  $250;  Paris,  1911, 
$7,150;  Pendleton,  1911,  $4,500;  Phelps,  1911,  $12,- 
500;  Pinckney,  1911,  $150;  Porter,  1911,  $6,150; 
Preble,  1911,  $3,800;  Remsen,  1911,  $4,000;  Rich¬ 
mond,  1911,  $7,000;  Royalton,  1911,  $17,500; 
Sangerfield,  1911,  $3,800;  Scio,  1911,  $3,500;  Scott, 
1911,  $4,800;  Seneca,  1911,  $8,500;  Solon,  1911, 
$2,500;  Somerset,  1911,  $13,000;  South  Bristol, 
1911,  $2,500;  Steuben,  1911,  $1,500;  Trenton,  1911, 
$21,000;  Truxton,  1911,  $2,300;  Vernon,  1911, 
$5,400;  Verona,  1911,  $11,000;  Victor,  1911,  $12,- 
000;  Vienna,  1911,  $4,000;  Virgil,  1911,  $1,700; 
Wellsville,  1911,  $3,500;  West  Bloomfield,  1911, 
$6,500;  Western,  1911,  $1,500;  W7estmoreland,  1911, 
$5,000;  West  Turin,  1911,  $300;  Wheatfield,  1911, 
$15,000;  Whitestown,  1911,  $14,000;  Willett,  1911, 
$500  ;  Wilson,  1911,  $12,500. 
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Villages:  Andover,  1911,  $100;  Athens,  1911,  $2,000;  Barker, 
1911,  $2,500;  Boonville,  1911,  $800;  Bridgewater, 
1911,  $500;  Camden,  1911,  $3,500;  Canandaigua, 
1911,  $1,200;  Catskill,  $10,500;  Clayville,  1911, 
$1,000;  Clifton  Springs,  1911,  $500;  Clinton,  1911, 
$1,000;  Copenhagen,  1911,  $100;  Coxsackie,  1911, 
$1,000;  Cuba,  1911,  $300;  Friendship,  1911,  $100  ; 
Holland  Patent,  1911,  $300;  Homer  (Homer),  1911, 
$10,000;  Homer  (Cortlandville),  1911,  $700;  La¬ 
Salle,  1911,  $3,000;  Lewiston,  1911,  $1,500;  Low- 
ville,  1911,  $700;  Lyons  Falls,  1911,  $300;  Man¬ 
chester,  1911,  $800;  Marathon,  1911,  $2,000;  Mc- 
Grawville,  1911,  $1,500;  Middleport,  1911,  $4,000; 
Yaples,  1911,  $3,300;  YewT  Hartford,  1911,  $600; 
Oneida  Castle,  1911,  $800;  Oriskany  Falls,  1911, 
$300;  Phelps,  1911,  $3,700;  Port  I^eyden,  1911, 
$300;  Prospect,  1911,  $500;  Remsen,  1911,  $600; 
Rushville,  1911,  $500;  Shortville,  1911,  $1,000;  Tan- 
nersville,  1911,  $1,700;  Trenton,  1911,  $3,500; 
Vernon,  1911,  $1,200;  Victor,  1911,  $3,500;  Water- 
ville  (Marshall),  1911,  $500;  Waterville  (Sanger- 
field),  1911,  $1,800;  Wellsville,  1911,  $500;  Whites- 
horo,  1911,  $3,500;  Wilson,  1911,  $2,500;  York- 
ville,  1911,  $2,500;  Youngstown,  1911,  $1,000. 

Yew  York,  Westchester  and  Connecticut  Traction 

Company. 

1912.  City:  Mt.  Vernon,  $12,750. 

Village:  Bronxville,  $151,000. 


1908. 

1909. 

1910. 


Yiagara,  Lockport  and  Ontario  Power  Company. 

Towns:  Batavia,  $200;  Cheektowaga,  $1,950;  Hamburg, 
$1,500;  Lancaster,  $6,250;  Phelps,  $100. 
Towns:  Elba,  $500;  Hamburg,  $2,100;  Oakfield,  $450. 
Towns:  Arcadia,  $750;  Brutus,  $700;  Elba,  $500;  Galen, 
$350;  Hamburg,  $2,100;  Lyons,  $500;  Oak- 
field,  $450 ;  Perinton,  $1,000. 


Yorwich  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 
Norwich,  $37,000. 


1912.  Town: 
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11)10. 


1010. 


1 900. 

1901. 

1902. 

1903. 
1  904. 
1905. 


1912. 


1912. 


1910. 

1911. 

1912. 


.  1912. 


1912. 


1900. 


Onondaga  Independent  Telephone  Company. 
City:  Syracuse,  $205,000. 

People’s  Subway  Company  of  Syracuse. 

( ’ity :  Syracuse,  $1 15,000. 

Pennsylvania  Gas  Company. 

Citv:  Jamestown,  $236,600. 

City :  J amestown,  $211,7 80. 

City:  Jamestown,  $205,000. 

City:  Jamestown,  $195,000. 

City:  Jamestown,  $195,000. 

( 1  i  t  v :  J  a  mestown ,  $199,0 00 . 


Port  Jervis  Light  and  Power  Company. 
City:  Port  Jervis,  $46,500. 

Port  Jervis  Traction  Company. 
City:  Port  Jervis,  $20,000. 

Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company. 

City:  Albany,  $35,000. 

C  i tv :  Alba ny,  $30,00 0 . 

City:  Albany,  $27,000. 


Southern  Dutchess  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

Town:  Fishkill,  $40,630. 

Villages:  Eislikill  Landing,  $19,210;  Matteawan,  $21,420. 


Westchester  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

City:  ATt.  Vernon,  $378,860. 

Village:  P>ronxville,  $26,200. 


West  Troy  Gas  Light  Company. 

City:  Watervliet,  $25,000. 

Town  :  Green  Island,  $8,000. 
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NEW  YORK  CITY. 

Cable,  Telegraph  and  Telephone. 

New  York  Telephone  Company. 

1012  .  $45,900,000 

Electric  Light  and  Power. 

Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company'  of  Brooklyn. 

1910  .  $12,000,000 

1911  .  13,900,000 

Gas. 

Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company'. 

1906  .  $15,600,000 

1907  .  17,200,000 

1908  .  18,500,000 

1909  . • .  16,300,000 

Central  Union  Gas  Company'. 

1910  .  $1,750,000 

1911  .  1,750,000 

1912  .  2,002,000 

Consolidated  Gas  Company  of  New  York. 

1910  . $20,001,500 

1911  .  20,642,500 

1912  .  19,110,000 

New  Amsterdam  Gas  Company. 

1910  .  $6,500,000 

1911  .  6,600,000 

1912  .  5,976,500 

New  York  Mutual  Gas  Light  Company. 

1910  . $2,225,000 

1911  .  2,500,000 

1912  . 2,502,500 

Northern  Union  Gas  Company. 

1910  .  $1,100,000 

1911  .  1,100,000 

1912  .  1,183,000 
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Standard  Gas  Light  Company. 

1900  .  $3,127,790 

1910  .  3,650,000 

1911  .  3,586,000 

1912  . ‘ .  3,536,100 

Westchester  Lighting  Company. 

1910  .  $250,000 

1911  .  300,000 

1912  .  295,700 


Miscellaneous. 

Empire  City  Subway  Company,  Limited. 

1912  .  $9,191,000 

Metropolitan  Life  Insurance  Co. 

1911  .  $8,000 

Frederick  Loeser  and  Company. 

1911  . .  $6,000 

Miscellaneous  Railways. 

Central  Park,  North  and  East  River  Railroad  Company. 

1910  . $2,750,000 

1911  .  1,500,000 

1912  .  728,000 

/ 

Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company. 

1911  .  $10,900,000 

1912  .  7,371,000 


New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

(Park  Avenue.) 


1901  .  $10,050,000 

1902  .  10,050,000 

1903  .  10,050,000 

1904  .  10,009,000 

1905  .  10,300,000 

1906  .  11,200,000 

1907  .  11,500,000 
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PENDING  SPECIAL  FRANCHISE  TAX  PROCEEDINGS. 

Albany  and  Susquehanna  Railroad  Company. 

Cities:  Binghamton,  1900.  $4,100;  Oneonta,  1908,  $41,700. 

Towns:  1900 — Afton,  $6,700;  Bainbridge,  $1,400;  Bethlehem, 
$5,100;  Cobleskill,  $4,100;  Coleville,  $10,000;  Dick¬ 
inson,  $1,800;  Duanesburg,  $3,100;  Esperance,  $500; 
Fenton,  $600;  Guilderland,  $1,335;  Knox,  $200; 
Maryland,  $3,100;  Milford,  $300;  Xew  Scotland, 
$300;  Oneonta,  $1,600;  Otsego,  $600;  Princeton, 
$850;  Richmondville,  $4,200;  Schoharie,  $900;  Una- 
dilla,  $3,200;  Windsor,  $3,500;  Worcester,  $600. 


American  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company. 

Cities:  Rochester.  1908,  $12,000;  1911,  $15,000;  Troy,  1907, 

$28,950;  3908,  $28,950;  1911,  $30,000 


Amity ville  Electric  Light  Company. 

Town:  Oyster  Bay,  1910,  $1,500. 

Avon,  Geneseo  and  Mount  Morris  Railroad  Company. 

Town:  Avon.  1908,  $2,800;  1909,  $3,100;  1910,  $3,100;  1911. 
$3,100. 

Boston  and  Maine  Railroad  Company. 

City:  Troy,  1910,  $217,500;  1911,  $215,400. 

Buffalo  Creek  Railroad  Company. 

City:  Buffalo.  1908,  $166,922;  1909,  $186,600;  1910,  $135,- 

700  ;  1911,  $141,700;  1912,  $108,960;  1913,  $107,- 
280. 

Buffalo  Gas  Company. 

City:  Buffalo.  1912.  $1,760,000;  1913,  $1,600,000. 

Buffalo  General  Electric  Company. 

Cities:  Buffalo,  1913.  $2,364,000;  Lackawanna,  1913,  $38,720. 

Buffalo  and  Lackawanna  Traction  Company. 

Citv:  Buffalo,  1910.  $177,000;  1911.  $497,000;  1912,  $200,- 
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Buffalo  and  Lake  Erie  Traction  Company. 

Cities:  Dunkirk,  1908,  $160,000;  1910,  $160,000;  1911, 

$160,000;  1912,  $128,000;  1913,  $93,024;  Lacka¬ 
wanna,  1912,  $120,000;  1913,  $120,000. 

Towns:  Hanover,  1909,  $26,900;  1910,  $26,900;  1911,  $26,- 
900;  1912,  $22,720;  Pomfret,  1908,  $55,000;  1909, 
$65,000;  1910,  $105,000;  1911,  $122,800;  1912, 
$98,240;  Westfield,  1908,  $65,000;  1909,  $130,000; 
1910,  $130,000;  1911,  $130,000;  1912,  $104,000. 

Villages :  Angola,  1912,  $12,000;  Fredonia,  1913,  $64,000  ;  Sil¬ 
ver  Creek,  1912,  $22,720;  Westfield,  1912,  $76,800. 


( 'itv : 


Buffalo  Natural  Gas  Fuel  Company 
Buffalo,  1912,  $1,680,000. 


Buffalo,  Rochester  and  Pittsburgh  Railway  Company. 

City:  Rochester,  1908,  $44,900;  1909,  $46,900;  1910,  $47,- 

500;  1911,  $60,800  ;  1912,  $51,600. 

Cataract  Power  and  Conduit  Company. 

Citv:  Buffalo,  1913,  $1,872,000. 

» 

Central  Hudson  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

('ities:  Newburgh,  1912,  $221,250;  Poughkeepsie,  1912,  $340,- 

000;  1913,  $340,000. 

Central  New  England  Railway  Company. 

City:  Poughkeepsie,  1909,  $720,100. 

Central  Vermont  Railway  Company. 

Town:  Champlain,  1911,  $18,500. 

Delaware  and  Hudson  Company. 

Cities:  Albany,  1908,  $203,500;  1910,  $215,200;  1911,  $221,- 

300;  Binghamton,  1911,  $14,900;  Cohoes,  1911,  $24,- 
800;  Glens  Falls,  1910,  $11,800;  Oneonta,  1910,  $53,- 
000;  1911,  $60,500;  Plattsburg,  1908,  $29,500;  1910, 
$16,000;  1911,  $22,600 ;  Schenectady,  1908,  $114,- 
000;  1910,  $131,400;  1911,  $146,600;  Troy,  1909, 
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Towns : 


Delaw 
Cities : 


$200,000 ;  1010,  $217,500  ;  (  Bridge)  $100,000;  1911, 
$217,500;  1012,  $193,860;  1912  (Bridge),  $90,000; 
Watervliet,  1911,  $24,700. 

Afton,  1911.  $6,200;  Bainbridge,  1911,  $5,300;  Black 
Brook,  190S,  $18,750;  1910,  $12,000;  1911.  $12,000; 
Champlain,  1910,  $6,100;  1911,  $6,100  ;  Cobleskill, 
1911,  $15,200 ;  Fort  Ann,  1911,  $8,200;  Fort  Ed¬ 
ward,  1908,  $53,200;  1910,  $55,000;  1911,  $56,400; 
Granville,  1911,  $7,300;  Half  Moon,  1910,  $14,500  ; 
1911,  $19,500;  Idarriettstown,  1910,  $7,200;  1911, 
$8,800;  Kingsbury,  1911,  $8,700;  Milton,  1910,  $24,- 
400;  1911,  $24,400;  Mooers,  1911,  $2,900;  Moreau, 
1911,  $4,300;  Otsego,  1911,  $1,400;  Salem,  1911, 
$3,600;  Saratoga  Springs,  1908,  $79,400;  1910.  $74,- 
900;  1911,  $75,900;  Sidney,  1911,  $7,500;  Ticon- 
deroga,  1910,  $8,300;  1911,  $8,300;  Unadilla,  1910, 
$10,300  ;  1911,  $12,900;  Waterford,  1910,  $13,300; 
1911,  $20,300;  Whitehall,  1908,  $38,900;  1910  $99,- 
200;  1911,  $110,700. 


are,  Lackawanna  and  Western  Railroad  Company. 

Binghamton  (A.  Y.,  L.  &  W.),  1908,  $56,300;  1909, 
$91,800;  1910,  $91,800;  1911,  $94,500;  1912,  $76,- 
194;  1913,  $76,194;  Binghamton  (S.  B.  &  K.  Y.). 
1908,  11,700;  1909,  $12,900;  1910,  $12,900;  1911, 
$17,300;  1912,  $11,869;  1913,  $11,869;  Binghamton 
(Valley  R.  R.),  1912,  $10,292;  1913,  $10,292;  Buf¬ 
falo,  1908,  $789,255;  1909,  $1,004,000;  1910,  $949,- 
800;  1911,  $997,700;  1912,  $758,560;  1913,  $775,- 
360;  Corning,  1911,  $18,600;  1912,  $8,200;  1913, 
$8,500;  Cortland,  1911,  $19,400;  1912,  $14,268; 
1913,  $11,268;  Elmira,  1908,  $48,400;  1909,  $48,- 
400;  1910,  $48,400;  1911,  $49,700;  1912,  $35,816; 
1913,  $35,816;  Fulton,  1911,  $6,700;  1912,  $4,941; 
1913,  $4,941;  Ithaca,  1909,  $19,400;  1910,  $19,400; 
1911,  $22,200;  1912,  $17,100;  1913,  $17,181;  Os¬ 
wego,  1908,  $135,000;  1909,  $119,100;  1910,  $119,- 
100;  1911.  $120,400;  1912,  $105,600;  1913,  $110,- 
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Towns : 


840;  Syracuse  (0.  &  S'.),  1908,  $80,000;  1909,  $29,- 
300;  1910,  $23,400;  1911,  $23,400;  1912,  $21,060; 
1913,  $22,050;  Syracuse  (S.  B.  &  1ST .  Y.),  1909,  $89,- 
600;  1910,  $111,400;  1911,  $115,500;  1912,  $107,- 
280;  1913,  $107,280;  Utica,  1909,  $83,400;  1910, 
$83,400;  1911,  $83,400;  1912,  $67,500;  1913,  $67,- 
oo  4. 

Alien,  1900,  $2,500;  Alexander,  1900,  $2,100;  Ash¬ 
land,  1900,  $300;  Avoca,  1900,  $3,500;  1911,  $9,600; 
1912,  $6,560;  Barton,  1900,  $7,000;  Bath,  1900,  $4, 
500;  1911,  $4,700;  1912,  $3,854;  Bethany,  1900, 
$1,425  ;  Big  Flats,  1900,  $11,000;  Bridgewater,  1900, 
$900;  1911,  $500  ;  Brookfield,  1900,  $100;  Campbell, 
1900,  $1,800;  Candor,  1900,  $1,400;  1910,  $900; 
1911,  $3,400;  Caroline,  1.900,  $600;  Cheektowaga, 

1911,  $7,700  ;  Chemung,  1900,  $125;  Cohocton,  1900, 
$4,500;  1911,  $4,400;  Columbia,  1900,  $525;  Conk¬ 
lin,  1900,  $2,050;  Corning,  1900,  $800;  Cortland- 
ville,  1911,  $1,600;  Danby,  1900,  $100;  Dansville, 
1900,  $700;  Darien,  1900,  $1,125;  Dickinson,  1911, 
$1,400;  Elmira,  1900,  $400;  1911,  $1,000;  Erwin, 
1900,  $1,200;  1911,  $1,600;  1912,  $1,312;  Granby, 
1900,  $2,400;  Greene,  1900,  $1,000;  1911,  $1,900; 

1912,  $585;  Groveland,  1900,  $625;  Hamilton,  1900, 
$1,050;  Homer,  1911,  $14,100;  Horseheads,  1900, 
$4,800;  1911,  $23,300;  Ithaca,  1900,  $500;  Lancas¬ 
ter,  1900,  $650  ;  1911,  $6,400;  Leicester,  1900,  $5,- 
900;  1911,  $2,000;  Lisle,  1911,  $3,800;  Lysander, 
1910,  $23,000;  1911,  $23,000;  1912,  $23,056;  Mara¬ 
thon,  1911,  $3,300;  Marshall,  1900,  $350;  Mount 
Morris,  1900,  $209;  New  Hartford,  1900,  $800; 
Nichols,  1900,  $1,500;  1911,  $2,600;  Norwich,  1900, 
$5,000  ;  1011,  $24,700;  1913,  $15,825;  Owcgo,  1900, 
$7,790;  1910,  $10,600;  1911  (C.  &  S),  $10,400; 
(N.  Y.,  L.  &  W.),  $7,800;  Oxford,  1900,  $600;  1911, 
$2,900 ;  1913,  $2,320 ;  Paris,  1900,  $1,800;  1911, 
$2,400;  Pavilion,  1900,  $1,650;  Sangerfield,  1911, 
$2,900;  Sherburne,  1900,  $600;  1911,  $800;  1913, 
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$900;  Sparta,  1900,  $6,000;  Tioga,  1900,  $200;  Tri¬ 
angle,  1911,  $3,200:  Tully,  1911,  $1,200  ;  1912,  $1,- 
200;  Union,  1900,  $2,500;  1910,  $28,400;  1911, 
$32,400;  Van  Buren,  1900,  $2,120;  1910,  $25,000; 

1911,  $25,000;  1912,  $22,000;  Vestal,  1900,  $1,300; 
Wayland,  1900,  $600;  Winfield,  1900,  $975;  1911, 
$1,700;  1912,  $1,394  ;  York,  1900,  $5,800. 

Villages :  Avoca,  1912,  $6,560;  Baldwinsville,  1912  (O.  &  SA, 
$8,096;  (S.  &  B.),  $176;  Bath,  1912,  $2,624;  Bridge- 
water,  1912,  $405;  Candor,  1912,  $820;  Clayville, 

1912,  $1,944;  Cohocton,  1912,  $3,608;  Depew,  1912, 
(Town  of  Cheektowaga),  $2,320;  (Town  of  Lancas¬ 
ter),  $1,200;  Greene,  1912,  $518;  Homer,  1912,  $10,- 
824;  Lancaster,  1912,  $2,800;  Lestershire,  1912,  $24,- 
319;  Lisle,  1912,  $2,241;  Marathon,  1912,  $1,968; 
MoGrawville,  1912,  $1,312;  Moscow,  1912,  $1,640; 
Mount  Morris,  1911,  $1,100;  1912,  $902;  Norwich, 
1912,  $15,614;  Owego,  1912  (C.  &  S.),  $7,954;  (N. 
Y.,  L.  &W.),  $6,396;  Oxford,  1912,  $2,146;  Painted 
Post,  1912,  $1,312;  Port  Dickinson,  1912.  $1,162; 
Savona,  1912,  $1,230;  Sherburne,  1912,  $592;  Sloan, 
1912,  $3,840;  Tully,  1912,  $1,200;  Waterville,  1912, 
$1,134;  West  Winfield,  1912,  $1,394;  Whitneys 
Point,  1912,  $2,075. 

Dunkirk  Street  Railway  Company. 

City:  Dunkirk,  1908,  $160,000;  1910,  $140,000;  1911,  $125,- 

000;  1912,  $100,000;  1913,  $74,100. 

Elmira  and  Lake  Ontario  Railroad  Company. 

Towns:  Arcadia,  1908,  $25,700;  1909,  $22,000;  1910,  $19,700; 

1911,  $21,100;  Benton,  1911,  $400;  Canandaigua, 
1908,  $11,500;  1909,  $11,900;  1910,  $11,100;  1911, 
$11,100;  Dix,  1908,  $3,900;  1909,  $3,000;  1910,  $2,- 
800;  1911,  $3,100;  Horseheads,  1908,  $10,700;  1909, 
$9,000;  1910,  $8,000;  1911,  $8,000;  Milo,  1908, 
$12,700;  1909,  $8,000;  1910,  $8,000;  1911,  $8,700, 
Montour,  1908,  $1,500;  1909,  $1,200;  1910,  $1,200; 
1911,  $1,200;  Reading,  1908,  $3,600;  1909,  $2,600; 
1910,  $700;  1911,  $700. 


City : 


Cities': 


Towns: 
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Elmira  and  Williamsport  Railroad  Company. 

Elmira,  1910,  $10,800;  1911,  $10,800. 

Erie  Railroad  Company. 

Binghamton,  1908,  $77,500;  190!),  $96,400;  1910, 
$96,400;  1911,  $112,700;  Buffalo,  1907,  $25,500; 
1908,  $404,395;  1909',  $481,800;  1910.  $472,200; 
1911,  $560,300;  1912,  $440,000;  1913,  $434,880; 
Corning,  1908,  $59,100;  1909,  $59,100;  1910,  $59,- 
100;  1911,  $66,200;  Elmira,  1908,  $61,200;  1909, 
$61,200;  1910,  $61,400;  1911,  $123,500;  Hornell, 

1908,  $33,600;  1909,  $51,600;  1910,  $51,600;  1911, 
$54,800  ;  Jamestown,  1908,  $61,400;  1909,  $32,300; 

1910,  $32,300;  1911,  $41,600;  Middletown,  1908, 
$32,000;  1909,  $37,100;  1910,  $37,100;  1911,  $56,- 
600;  1912,  $59,800;  Newburgh,  1908,  $30,800; 

1909,  $29,500;  1910,  $29,500;  1911,  $29,500; 

Niagara  Falls,  1908,  $52,600;  1909,  $109,300;  1910, 
$109,300;  1911,  $107,100;  North  Tonawanda,  1908, 
$69,500;  1909,  $66,500;  1910,  $66,300;  1911,  $70,- 
200;  Olean,  1908,  $4,500;  1909,  $6,200;  1910, 
$6,200;  1911,  $6,200;  Port  Jervis,  1908,  $31,000; 

1909,  $32,500;  1910,  $32,500;  1911,  $35,300;  Tona¬ 
wanda,  1908,  $27,800;  1909,  $29,000;  1910,  $29,- 
000;  1911,  $33,600. 

Attica,  1908,  $9,600;  1909,  $12,900;  1910,  $11,700; 

1911,  $13,200;  Avon,  1908,  $9,500;  1909,  $9,500; 

1910,  $9,500;  1911,  $9,500 ;  Barton,  1908,  $9,300; 

1909,  $5,300;  1910,  $5,300;  1911,  $28,000;  Batavia, 
1908,  $15,500;  1909,  $16,600;  1910,  $15,500;  1911, 
$18,400;  Chester,  1908,  $16,000;  1909,  $10,000; 

1910,  $10,000;  1911,  $14,700;  Erwin,  1911,  $11,- 
900;  Friendship,  1908,  $7,500;  Goshen,  1908,  $10,- 
500;  1909,  $11,000;  1910,  $11,000;  1911,  $16,300; 
Lancaster,  1908,  $5,300;  1909,  $5,300;  1910,  $5,- 
300;  1911,  $12,400;  Little  Valley,  1908,  $4,000; 
Niagara,  1908,  $4,800;  1909,  $4,400;  1910,  $4,400; 

1911,  $4,600;  Orangetown,  1910,  $1,800;  1911,  $1,- 
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800;  Owego,  1908  ,$9,300;  1909,  $9,900;  1910. 
$10,700 ;  1911,  $19,200;  Persia,  1908,  $7,700;  1909. 
$8,600;  1910,  $8,800;  1911,  $8,800;  Ramapo,  1908, 
$18,700;  1909,  $19,000;  1910,  $8,400;  1911,  $24.- 
800;  Union,  1908,  $19,200;  1909,  $17,200;  1910. 
$17,400;  1911,  $30,600;  Wellsville,  1908,  $12,500; 
1909,  $5,800  ;  1910,  $5,800;  1911.  $17,600. 

Federal  Telephone  axd  Telegraph  Company. 

Cities:  Buffalo,  1910,  $652,000;  1911,  $665,000;  1912,  $332,- 

000;  Corning,  1911,  $25,000. 

Village:  East  Aurora,  1912,  $11,700. 

Fitchburg  Railroad  Company. 

City:  Troy,  1908,  $31,400;  1910.  $31,400;  1911,  $31,400. 

Goshen  and  Deckertown  Railroad  Company. 

Town:  Goshen,  1908,  $1,400;  1909,  $1,400;  1910,  $1,400; 

1911,  $1,900. 

Grand  Trunk  Railway-  Company  of  Canada. 

City:  Buffalo,  1908,  $30,360;  1909,  $26,100;  1910.  $22,500; 

1911,  $22,5,00. 

Hudson  River  Bridge  Company. 

Cities:  Albany,  1907,  $220,470;  1908,  $798,700;  1909,  $781,- 

500;  1910,  $781,500;  1911,  $781,500;  1912,  $703.- 
350;  1913,  $703,350;  Rensselaer,  1908,  $480,000; 
1909,  $030,000;  1910,  $285,000;  1911,  $285,000; 

1912,  c  346,500 ;  1913,  $319,550. 

Hudson  River  Telephone  Company. 

City:  Troy,  1907,  $103,200;  1908,  $115,500. 

International  Bridge  Company. 

City:  Buffalo,  1908,  $36,440;  1909,  $42,300;  1910.  $44,- 

200;  1911,  $44,200. 
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International  Railway  Company. 

Cities:  Niagara  Falls,  1913,  $337,500;  (Elec.  City  Ry.)  $45,- 

000;  North  Tonawancla,  1912,  $215,925;  Tona- 
wanda,  1912,  $140,700. 

Towns:  Niagara,  1912,  $61,350;  Tonawanda,  1912,  $105,600. 

Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Company. 

City:  Buffalo,  1913,  $1,780,000. 

Ithaca  Street  Railway  Company. 

City:  Ithaca,  1911,  $125,000;  1912,  $95,400;  1913,  $95,450. 

John  Johnston. 

City:  Mt.  Vernon,  1913,  $12,000. 

Town:  Eastchester,  1912,  $3,740. 

Village:  Tuekahoe,  1912,  $2,380. 


City : 


Kingston  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 
Kingston,  1912,  $216,800;  1913,  $240,000. 


Lake  Shore  And  Michigan  Southern  Railway  Company. 

Cities:  Buffalo,  1911,  $62,100;  1912,  $45,120;  1913,  $45,120; 

Dunkirk,  1911,  $78,900;  1912,  $68,080. 

Towns:  Hanover,  1912,  $63,200;  1913,  $41,000;  Portland, 
1913,  $5,850;  Westfield,  1913,  $9,590. 

Villages:  Brocton,  1912,  $7,200;  1913,  $5,850;  Silver  ('reek, 

1912,  $36,400;  1913,  $41,000;  Westfield,  1912,  $9,- 
600;  1913,  $9,590. 

Larchmont  Water  Company. 

Town:  Mamaroneck,  1904,  $37,000;  1905,  $37,000;  1906, 

$43,000;  1907,  $53,900;  1908,  $45,000 ;  1909, 
$45,000. 

Lehigh  Valley  Railway  Company. 

Cities:  Buffalo,  1913,  $244,640;  Rochester,  1912,  $65,300; 

1913,  $65,280. 

Little  Falls  and  Dolgeville  Railroad  Company. 

Little  Falls,  1908,  $2,600. 


City : 
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City 


Edward  McCreary  and  M.  D.  Powers. 
Cohoes,  1903,  $5,000. 


Middletown,  Unionville  and  W  ater  Gap  Railroad  Company. 
City:  Middletown,  1908,  $5,500. 

Montgomery  and  Erie  Railroad  Company. 

Town:  Goshen,  1908,  $3,900;  1909,  $3,900;  1910,  $3,900; 

1911,  $4,500. 

Municipal  Gas  Company  of  Albany. 

Cities:  Albany,  1911,  $2,295,000;  1912,  $2,292,120;  1913, 

$2,292,120;  Watervliet,  1912,  $87,570;  1913, 

$87,550. 

New  England  Telephone  Company. 

City:  Troy,  1907,  $4,550;  1908,  $4,500. 

New  Jersey  and  New  York  Railroad  Company. 

Jowns :  ITaverstraw,  1908,  $8,800  ;  1909,  $8,800;  1910,  $8,800; 

1911,  $9,400;  Ramapo,  1908,  $4,800;  1909,  $4,800; 
1910,  $3,900;  1911,  $3,900. 

New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

Cities:  Albany,  1907,  $257,600;  1908,  $199,300;  1909,  $192,- 

600;  1910,  $192,600;  1911,  $223,200;  1912,  $177,840; 
1913,  $177,840;  Amsterdam,  1908,  $62,600;  1909, 
$37,900;  1910,  $38,100;  1911,  $38,100;  1912,  $32,- 
417  ;  1913,  $59,598;  Auburn,  1909,  $22,300;  1910, 
$20,300;  1911,  $33,400;  Buffalo,  1909,  $1,939,900; 
1910,  $2,195,800;  1911,  $2,745,200;  1912,  $1,751,- 
200;  1913,  $1,808,800;  Canandaigua,  1913,  $40,888; 
Corning,  1907,  $75,000;  1908,  $103,000;  1909,  $99,- 
000;  1910,  $102,000;  1911,  $105,400;  1912,  $84,- 
000;  1913,  $87,125;  Fulton,  1907,  $12,000;  1908, 
$14,700;  1909,  $14,700;  1910.  $14,900;  1911,  $14,- 
900;  1912,  $12,069;  1913,  $12,069;  Geneva,  1908, 
$27,227;  1909,  $25,000;  1910,  $22,000;  1911,  $26,- 
700;  1912,  $15,808;  Hudson,  1908,  $26,300;  1909, 
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$26,300;  1910,  $26,300;  1911,  $27,500;  1912,  $22,- 
092;  1913,  $22,092;  Hudson  (B.  &  A.),  1910,  $22,- 
800;  1911,  $22,800;  1912,  $19,152;  1913,  $24,780; 
Kingston,  1907,  $16,500;  1908,  $65,900;  1909,  $67,- 
600;  1910,  $67,600;  1911,  $67,600;  1912,  $53,680; 
1913,  $53,680;  Little  Falls,  1908,  $46,300;  1909, 
$64,100;  1910,  $64,100;  1911,  $92,200;  1912,  $75,- 
700;  1913,  $76,755;  Lockport,  1900,  $40,100;  1907, 
$70,000;  1908,  $222,000;  1909,  $225,800,  1910, 
$236,500;  1911,  $240,700;  1912,  $181,350;  1913, 
$153,300;  Mount  Vernon,  1907,  $18,600;  1908,  $12,- 
700;  1909,  $10,800;  1910,  $10,800;  1911,  $10,800; 
Newburgh,  1908,  $44,400;  1909,  $44,400;  1910,  $44,- 
400;  1911,  $44,400;  1912,  $33,300;  1913,  $33,300; 
Niagara  Falls,  1908,  $119,600;  1909,  $129,100; 

1910,  $134,700;  1911,  $160,900;  1912,  $96,300; 
1913,  $96,300;  North  Tonawanda,  1907,  $65,000; 
1908,  $216,500;  1909,  $100,600;  1910,  $100,600; 

1911,  $125,500;  1912,  $70,950;  1913,  $97,575; 
Ogdensburg,  1908,  $18,170;  1909,  $18,470;  1910, 
$19,600;  1911,  $19,600;  1912,  $16,080;  1913,  $16,- 
080;  Oneida,  1908,  $29,600;  1909,  $39,000;  1910, 
$39,500;  1911,  $50,100;  1912,  $37,765;  1913,  $37,- 
765;  Oswego,  1900,  $117,498;  1907,  $126,000;  1908, 
$169,200;  1909,  $181,300;  1910,  $180,800;  1911, 
$180,400;  1912,  $146,500;  1913,  $154,105;  Pough¬ 
keepsie,  1908,  $67,200;  1909,  $67,200;  1910,  $92,- 
500;  1911,  $139,700;  1912,  $118,745;  1913,  $1.18,- 
745;  Rensselaer,  1908,  $300,700;  1909,  $295,800; 

1910,  $108,800;  1911,  $108,800;  1912,  $91,800; 
1913,  $84,743;  Rensselaer  (B.  &  A.),  1910,  $84,500; 

1911,  $84,500;  1912,  $76,000;  1913,  $70,135 ;  Roch¬ 
ester,  1908,  $605,500;  1909,  $723,300;  1910,  $709,- 
400;  1911,  $949,700;  1912,  $640,800;  1913,  $645,- 
575;  Rome,  190-8,  $129,300;  1909,  $111,700;  1910, 
$111,700;  1911,  $118,300;  1912.  $88,938;  1913, 
$90,882;  Schenectad v,  1900,  $141,600;  1908,  $320.- 
100;  1909,  $318,500;  1910,  $319,700;  1911.  $364,- 
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Towns : 


000  ;  1912,  $202,154;  1913,  $271,745 ;  Syracuse,  1906 
$977,220;  1907,  $990,000;  1908,  $1,341,880;  1909, 
$1,366,300;  1910,  $1,396,500;  1911,  $1,410,100; 
1912,  $1,201,800;  1913,  $1,262,880;  Tonawanda, 

1907,  $40,000;  1908,  $62,600;  1909,  $56,600;  1910, 
$56,600;  1911,  $59,300;  1912,  $48,640;  1913,  $65,- 
520;  Troy,  1908,  $54,100;  1909,  $54,100;  1910, 
$100,000;  1911,  $100,000;  1912,  $90,000;  1913 
$98,000;  Utica,  1907,  $35,000;  1908,  $392,400 

1909.  $227,900;  1910,  $327,900;  1911,  $412,900 
1912.  $324,500;  1913,  $313,713;  Watertown,  1907 
$12,000;  1908,  $62,800;  1909,  $63,500;  1910,  $99,- 
200;  1911,  $129,600;  1912,  $113,360;  1913,  $119,- 
520;  Yonkers,  1900,  $142,000;  1907,  $140,400; 

1908,  $106,500;  1910,  $95,800;  1911,  $137,200; 
1912,  $71,570;  1913,  $72,760. 

Adams,  1908,  $5,700;  1912,  $6,480;  Albion  (Orleans), 
1908,  $11,800;  1909,  $13,000;  1910,  $13,000;  1911, 
$15,700;  1912,  $8,288;  Albion  (Oswego),  1910, 
$4,000;  1911,  $4,000;  1912,  $3,200;  Antwerp,  1908, 
$2,900;  Arcadia,  1908,  $50,300;  1909,  $51,800; 

1910.  $55,400;  1911,  $55,400;  1912,  $41,700; 

Aurelius,  1909,  $4,400;  1910,  $37,900;  1911,  $70,- 
200;  1912,  $29,871. 

Batavia,  1908,  $62,900;  1909,  $75,400;  1910,  $75,400; 

1911.  $75,400;  1912,  $56,100;  Brownville,  1908,  $4,- 
700;  Brutus,  1908,  $67,000;  1909,  $67,000;  1910, 
$67,200;  1911,  $67,200;  1912,  $52,416. 

Camden,  1908,  $3,000;  1909,  $3,200;  1911,  $3,200; 

1912.  $2,592;  Canajoharie,  1901,  $20,000;  1904, 
$15,500;  1906,  $40,000;  1907,  $62,000;  1908,  $70.- 
000;  1909,  $69,300;  1910,  $85,800;  1911,  $174,800; 
1912,  $66,300;  Canandaigua,  1909,  $50,700;  1910, 
$54,400;  1911,  $54,400;  1912,  $40,888;  Canton, 
1908,  $9,000;  1909,  $8,400;  1910.  $8,400;  1911, 
$6,500;  1912,  $9,760;  Catskill.  1908.  $65,600;  1909. 
$65,600;  1910,  $65,600;  1911,  $65,600;  1912,  $43.- 
820;  Champion,  1908,  $2,300;  1909,  $20,400;  1910, 
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$20,400;  1911,  $20,600;  1012,  $16,480;  Cheekto- 
waga.  1009,  $5,000;  1910,  $5,000;  1911,  $5,000; 
1912,  $4,000;  Clayton,  1009,  $10,600;  1910,  $10,- 
600;  1911,  $6,300;  1912,  $5,040;  Cornwall,  1900, 
$9,800;  1910,  $0,800  ;  1911,  $9,800;  Cortland,  1908, 
$9,300;  1909,  $9,300;  1910,  $9,300;  1911,  $9,300; 
1912,  $8,840. 

Danube,  1911,  $10,800;  1912,  $8,856;  DeWitt,  1909, 
$5,700;  1910,  $5,000;  1911,  $23,200;  1012,  $4,400; 
Diana,  1908,  $4,500. 

Eastchester,  1911,  $12,700;  1912,  $10,795. 

Fishkill,  1908,  $14,900;  1909,  $14,900;  1910,  $12,500; 
1911,  $15,100;  1912,  $10,625;  Florida,  1911,  $42,- 
800;  1912,  $42,800  ;  Frankfort,  1910,  $27,000;  1911, 
$28,000;  1912,  $54,000. 

Galen,  1910,  $11,000;  1911,  $11,000;  1912,  $9,300; 
Geddes,  1910,  $28,400;  1911,  $29,200;  1912,  $24,- 
992;  German  Flats,  1908,  $51,400;  1909,  $44,400; 

1910.  $44,400;  1911,  $49,500;  1912,  $41,902;  Glen, 

1911,  $29,900;  1912,  $24,750;  Glenville,  1912,  $15,- 
416;  Gouverneur,  1908,  $14,500;  1909,  $12,500; 
1910,  $8,000;  1911,  $14,200;  1912,  $14,200;  Greece, 

1908,  $13,700;  1909,  $13,200;  1910,  $13,200;  1911, 
$13,200;  1912,  $11,220;  Greenburgh,  3908,  $15,000; 

1909,  $21,200;  1910,  $17,100;  1911,  $41,700;  1932, 
$33,745;  Green  Island,  1910,  $14,000;  1911,  $14,- 
000;  1932,  $12,600. 

Haverstraw,  1908,  $25,400;  1909,  $22,800;  1910,  $22,- 
800;  1911,  $25,400;  1932,  $34,848;  Herkimer,  1907, 
$15,000;  1908,  $33,600;  1909,  $33,000;  1910,  $33,- 
000;  1911,  $35,600;  3912,  $30,586;  Honnsfield, 

1910,  $3,900;  1911,  $3,900. 

Lancaster,  1909,  $7,000;  1912,  $5,600;  l.enox,  1908, 
$58,900;  1909,  $62,900;  1910,  $61,400;  3911,  $65,- 
000;  1912,  $63,080;  Lewiston,  1908,  $19,900;  1909, 
$17,300;  1910;  $17,300;  193  3,  $17,000;  1912,  $12,- 
750;  Lowville,  1909,  $7,900;  1910,  $7,900;  1911, 
$7,900;  1932,  $6,083;  Lyme,  1908,  $13,100;  1909, 
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$16,100;  1010,  $37,900;  1911,  $37,000;  1912,  $29.- 
760;  Lyons,  1908,  $12,400;  1900,  $13,600;  1910, 
$18,900:  1911,  $18,900;  1912,  $14,175. 

Malone,  1908,  $2,000;  Manchester.  1908,  $8,800;  1900, 
$5,200;  1910,  $5,200;  1911,  $23,400;  Manlius,  1900. 
$12,000;  1908,  $16,800;  1909,  $17,300;  1910,  $5,- 
300;  1011,  $5,300;  1912,  $4,664;  Mexico,  1908,  $3.- 
100;  Milo.  1910,  $5,200;  1911,  $5,200;  1012,  $3,900; 
Minden,  1907,  $50,000;  1908,  $62,000;  1900,  $62,- 
(100;  1010,  $83,000;  1911,  $132,800;  1912,  $56,100; 
Mohawk,  1908,  $20,500;  1909,  $9,800;  1910,  $12,- 
800;  1911,  $12,800;  1912,  $9,600;  Montgomery, 
1908,  $8,100;  1909,  $8,400;  1910,  $8,400;  1911, 
$8,400;  Morristown,  1910,  $4,000;  1911,  $4,000; 
Mount  Pleasant,  1900,  $19,900;  1910,  $19,900;  1011, 
$39,700;  1912,  $28,135. 

.Yew  Paltz,  1911,  $5,800;  Newport,  1911,  $8,400;  New 
Scotland.  1909,  $4,600;  1910,  $4,600;  1911,  $4,600; 
1912,  $4,140;  Newstead,  1910,  $4,600;  1911,  $5,600; 
1912,  $4,480;  Niagara,  1908,  $3,600;  Northeast, 
1908,  $3,900;  1911,  $3,900. 

Ossining,  1909,  $9,600;  1910,  $9,600;  1911.  $10,500; 
1912,  $6,715. 

Palatine,  1908,  $3,800;  1910,  $7,000;  1911,  $7,000; 
1912.  $5,250;  Perinton.  1908,  $17,000;  1909,  $18,- 
100;  1910,  $18,100;  1911,  $20,000;  1912,  $13,855; 
Phelps,  1908,  $8,100;  1909,  $8,400;  1910,  $9,600; 
1911,  $10,000;  Philadelphia,  1908.  $9,700;  1909. 
$9,800;  1910,  $10,500;  1911,  $5,600;  Pittsford, 

1908,  $32,200;  1909,  $35,000;  1910.  $35,200;  1911, 
$43,800;  1912,  $37,230;  Potsdam,  1908,  $6,700; 

1909,  $6,700;  1910,  $6,700;  1911,  $8,100;  1912, 
$9,600. 

Remsen,  1909,  $5,400;  1910,  $5,400;  1911.  $5,900; 
Ridgewav,  1908.  $15,600;  1909,  $19,800;  1910.  $19.- 
800;  191 1,  $20,000  ;  191 2,  $U, 356  ;  "Root,  1911,  $21,- 
800;  1912,  $1 0,2) r>0. 
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Schodack,  1909,  $3,500;  1910,  $3,500;  1911,  $3,500; 
Schroeppel,  1909,  $6,000;  1910,  $6,000;  1911,  $10,- 
600;  Seneca  Falls,  1908,  $20,500;  1909,  $21,900; 
1910,  $70,700;  1911,  $123,700;  1912,  $61,418; 
Southeast,  1911,  $7,300;  St.  Jolmsville,  1908,  $4,- 
800;  1910,  $28,000;  1911,  $28,000;  1912,  $21,000; 
Sweden,  1908,  $17,100;  1909,  $15,100;  1910,  $21,- 
000;  1911,  $43,600;  1912,  $18,190. 

Torrey,  1909,  $7,600;  1910,  $7,600;  1911,  $7,700; 
1912,  $5,775. 

Vernon,  1908,  $4,700;  1912,  $12,069. 

Waterloo,  1908,  $11,600;  1909,  $11,000;  1910,  $11,- 
000;  1911,  $11,800;  1912,  $9,676;  White  Plains, 
1908,  $8,000;  1909,  $17,700;  1910,  $11,900;  1911. 
$22,000;  1912,  $10,030;  Wilna,  1908,  $69,400;  1909, 
$50,400;  1910,  $50,400;  1911,  $47,300;  1912,  $37,- 
840;  Wolcott,  1908,  $12,100;  1909,  $11,300;  1910, 
$17,600;  1911,  $18,400;  1912,  $13,800. 

Xew  York  Central  and  Xiagara  River  Railroad  Com  pax  y. 

Cities:  Tonawanda,  1909,  $20,200;  1910,  $20,200;  1911,  20,- 

200  ;  1912,  $16,160;  Xorth  Tonawanda,  1909,  $35,- 
500;  1910,  $35,500;  1911,  $35,500;  1912,  $26,625. 

Xew  York,  Chicago  and  St.  Louis  Railroad  Company. 
City:  Buffalo,  1913,  $45,280. 


City : 


Xew  York  Interurban  Water  Company 
Mt.  Vernon,  1913,  $417,350. 


Xew  York,  Ontario  and  Western  Railway  Company. 

Cities:  Middletown,  1909,  $27,400;  1910,  $27,400;  1911, 

$27,400;  Oswego,  1908,  $51,600;  1909,  $73,900; 
1910,  $72,500;  1911,  $72,500 ;  1912,  $58,700;  1913, 
$61,625;  Utica,  1908,  $40,500 ;  1909,  $71,800;  1910, 
$71,000;  1911,  $71,000;  1912,  $57,500;  1913, 

$57,510. 

Towns:  Constantia  1909,  $5,800;  1910,  $6,100;  1911,  $6,100; 

1912,  $4,640;  Walton,  1909,  $12,500;  1910,  $10,- 
800;  1911,  $12,500;  1912,  $6,480. 
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.New  York  and  Stamford  Railway  Company. 
Towns:  Mamaroneck,  1008,  $85,000;  Rye,  1008,  $200,000. 


New  1  ork,  Yew  Haven  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company. 

Cities:  Mount  Vernon,  1000,  $113,700;  1910,  $113,700;  1911, 
113,700;  Yew  Rochelle,  1910,  $71,500;  1911,  $71,- 
500;  1912,  $36,125. 

Town:  Rye,  1908,  $305,700;  1909,  $258,500. 

Village:  Mamaroneck,  1912,  $8,330. 

Yew  York  State  Realty  and  Terminal  Company. 

City:  Watertown,  1909,  $2,200. 

Yew  York,  Susquehanna  and  Western  Railroad  Company. 
City:  Middletown,  1911,  $6,200;  1912,  $7,100. 

Yew  York  Telephone  Company. 

Cities:  Amsterdam,  1912,  $77,000;  Auburn,  1911,  $70,000; 

Binghamton,  1912,  $119,520  ;  Buffalo;  1911,  $1,400,- 
000;  1912,  $1,560,000;  Coming,  1910,  $28,000; 

1911,  $35,000;  Cortland,  1912,  $29,110;  Elmira, 

1912,  $93,980;  Hudson,  1012,  $2-2,680;  Yew 

Rochelle,  1912,  $306,850  ;  Youth  Tonawanda,  1912, 
$27,000;  Poughkeepsie,  1910,  $60,000;  1911,  $85,- 
000;  Rome,  1912,  $41,310;  Rochester,  1911,  $980,- 
000;  Syracuse,  1012,  $693,000;  Tonawanda,  1911, 
$18,000;  Troy,  1910  $128,000;  1911,  $166,000; 
1912,  $236,000;  Yonkers,  1912,  $549,950. 

Towns:  Adams,  1912,  $4,000;  Addison,  1912,  $3,690;  Ala¬ 
bama,  1911,  $7,000;  Albion  (Orleans)  1911,  $26,- 
000;  Alden,  1911,  $4,200;  1912,  $3,360;  Alexander, 
1911,  $16,000;  Alexandria,  1912,  $7,200;  Amherst, 

1911,  $16,700;  1912,  $13,840;  Arcade,  1912,  $7,- 
104;  Attica,  1912,  $12,025;  Aurora,  1911,  $23,500; 

1912,  $25,200;  Aurelius,  1912,  $8,580;  Avoca,  1912, 
$1,968;  Avon,  1912,  $11,480  ; 

Babylon,  1910,  $50,000;  1911,  $75,000;  Ballston,  1912, 
$12,000;  Barre,  1911,  $11,000;  1912,  $14,800; 
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Batavia,  1911,  $62,000;  Bath,  1912,  $19,270  ;  Bed¬ 
ford,  1910,  $20,000;  1911,  $56,000;  Bennington, 
1912,  $5,550;  Bergen,  1911,  $10,500;  Berne,  1912, 
$5,850;  Bethany,  1911,  $5,000;  Bethlehem,  1912, 
$17,550;  Boonville,  1912,  $4,455;  Brighton  (Mon¬ 
roe),  1911,  $12,000;  1912,  $10,200;  Bristol,  1912, 
$4,980;  Brookhaven,  1910,  $63,000;  1911,  $85,000; 
Brownsville,  1912,  $6,560;  Brunswick,  1911,  $14,- 
000;  1912,  $6,750;  Brutus,  1912,  $7,800;  Byron, 

1911,  $3,500; 

Caledonia,  1912,  $14,760;  Camillus,  1912,  $4,048; 
Canandaigua,  1912,  $15,200;  Canisteo,  1912,  $3,690; 
Cape  Vincent,  1912,  $5,600  ;  Carlton,  1911,  $27,000; 

1912,  $25,160;  Champion,  1912,  $7,200;  Cheekto- 

waga,  1911,  $15,000;  Chili,  1911,  $15,700;  1912, 
13,600;  Cicero,  1912,  $2,640;  Clarence,  1911,  $14,- 
500;  1912,  $12,000;  Clarendon,  1910,  $6,000;  1911, 
$6,500;  1912,  $4,810;  Clarkson,  1911,  $4,000;  1912, 
$5,695;  Clarkstown,  1911,  $55,000;  1912,  $59,840; 
Clay,  1912,  $7,040;  Clayton,  1912,  $8,000;  Clifton 
Park,  1912,  $4,500;  Coeymans,  1912,  $4,320; 

Cohocton,  1912,  $4,920;  Colden,  1911,  $3,000;  Col¬ 
lins,  1911,  $4,750;  1912,  $4,440;  Colonic,  1912, 
$50,400;  ( 1  oncord ,  1911,  $16,500;  Conesus,  1912, 
$4,428;  Corning,  1912,  $1,476;  Cortland,  1910,  $50,- 
800;  1911,  $83,000;  Covington,  1912,  $5,550; 

Darien,  1911,  $8,500;  Deerfield,  1912,  $8,505;  DeWitt, 
1912,  $22,000; 

Eagle,  1912,  $4,218;  East  Bloomfield,  1912,  $7,600; 
Eastchester,  1910,  $55,000;  1911,  $103,000;  East 
Greenbush,  1911,  $4,000;  East  Hamburg,  1911,  $7,- 
500;  Easthampton,  1910,  $17,000;  1911,  $23,000; 
Eden,  1911,  $3,300;  Elbridge,  1912,  $9,240;  Ellis- 
burg,  1912,  $3,200;  Elma,  1911,  $2,600;  Erwin, 
1912,  $4,510;  Evans,  1911,  $7,200; 

Babins,  1912,  $8,800;  Florence,  1912,  $1,215; 


Gaines,  It)  11,  $13,000;  It)  12,  $14,060;  Gainsville, 
1912,  $5,920;  Gates,  1911,  $11,000;  1912,  $10,625; 
Geddes,  1912,  $17,600;  Geneva,  1912,  $4,560;  Gor¬ 
ham,  1912,  $4,940;  Grafton,  1911,  $150;  Greece, 

1911,  $30,000;  1912,  $28,050;  Greenburg,  1910, 
$278,700;  1911,  $348,700;  Greenfield,  1912,  $8,250; 
Groveland,  1912,  $5,330;  Guilderland,  1912,  $7,650; 

Hamburg,  1911,  $24,500;  Hamlin,  1911,  $3,100;  1912, 
$2,635;  Harrison,  1910,  $28,000;  1911,  $33,000; 
Hart-land,  1912,  $8,250;  Haverstraw,  1911,  $2*6,000; 

1912,  $24,200;  Hempstead,  1940,  $330,000;  1911, 
$492,000;  1912,  $442,000;  Henrietta,  1911,  $17,000; 
1912,  $14,450;  Holland,  1911,  $3,900;  Hoosick, 

1911,  $15,000;  Hopewell,  1912,  $4,180;  Hounstield, 

1912,  $7,840;  Huntington,  1910,  $48,000;  1911, 
$75,000; 

Irondequoit,  1911,  $6,000;  1912,  $5,100;  Islip,  1910, 
$65,000;  1911,  $80,000; 

Java,  1912,  $2,738; 

Kendall,  1911,  $17,500;  1912,  $11,840;  Kirkland, 
1912,  $4,050; 

LaFayette,  1912,  $8,272;  Lancaster,  1911,  $35,500; 
1912,  $2*8,400 ;  Ledyard,  1912,  $5,616;  Leicester, 
1912,  $7,790;  LePoy,  1911,  $19,500;  Lewisboro, 
1911,  $300;  Lewiston,  1912,  $9,562;  Lima,  1912, 
$6,560;  Livonia,  1912,  $15,006;  Lockport,  1912, 
$12,000;  Lyme,  1912,  $7,360;  Lysander,  1912,  $19,- 
360 ; 

Malta,  1912,  $2,700;  Mamaroneck,  1910,  $120,000; 

1911,  $154,000;  Manchester,  1912,  $4,940;  Manlius, 

1912,  $14,520;  Marcellus,  1912,  $5,720;  Marcy, 
1912,  $4,8.60;  Marshall,  1912,  $2,835;  Martinsburg 

1911,  $2,200;  Mendon,  1911,  $16,200;  1912,  $11,- 
475;  Middleburg,  1912,  $4,810;  Milton,  1912,  $18,- 
750;  Moravia,  1912,  $7,020;  Moreau,  1912,  $11,625; 
Mount  Morris,  1912,  $14,350  ;  Mount  Pleasant,  1910, 
$94,000;  1911,  $109,000;  Murray,  1911,  $17,500; 

1912,  $12,950; 
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Naples,  1912,  $8,360;  Nassau,  1911,  $2,000;  1912, 
$1,800;  New  Castle,  1910,  $24,000;  1911,  $35,000; 
Newfane,  1912,  $15,300;  New  Hartford,  1912,  $8,- 
100;  Newstead,  1911,  $21,500;  Niagara,  1912,  $7,- 
875;  North  Castle,  1910,  $18,100;  1911,  $15,000; 
North  Collins,  1911,  $3,200;  1912,  $2,640;  North 
Dansville.  1912,  $8,200;  North  Greenbush,  1911, 
$7,000;  1912,  $8,100;  North  H  e  m  pst  ead,  1910, 
$110,000;  1911,  $150,000;  1912,  $152,750;  North 
Salem,  1911,  $3,000; 

Oakfield,  1911,  $9,000;  Ogden,  1911,  $18,000;  1912, 
$16,745;  Onondaga,  1912,  $23,320;  Orangetown, 
1911,  $135,000;  1912,  $131,560;  Orangeville,  1912, 
$8,769;  Orleans,  1912,  $3,200;  Ossining,  1910,  $75,- 
000;  1911,  $77,000;  Oyster  Bay,  1910,  $136,000; 
1911,  $170,000;  1912,  $178,100; 

Pamelia,  1912,  $5,200;  Paris,  1912,  $5,832;  Parma, 

1911,  $4,500;  1912,  $4,675;  Pavilion,  1911,  $7,000 ; 
Pelham,  1910,  $35,000;  1911,  $36,000;  Pendleton, 

1912,  $3,375;  Penfield,  1911,  $10,000;  1912,  $9,- 
350;  Perinton,  1911,  $11,000;  1912,  $9,350;  Perry, 
1912,  $6,290;  Phelps,  1912,  $10,260;  Pittsford, 

1911,  $8,400;  1912,  $8,925;  Pittstown,  1911,  $4,- 
500;  1912,  $4,050;  Poestenkill,  1911,  $1,600;  Por¬ 
ter,  1912,  $7,875;  Poundridge,  1911,  $100; 

Ramapo,  1911,  $85,000;  1912,  $95,920;  Richmond. 

1912,  $4,940;  Ridgeway,  1911,  $34,500;  1912  $26- 
640;  Riga,  1911,  $10,500;  1912,  $10,625;  River- 
head,  1910,  $16,500;  1911,  $21,500;  Rodman,  1912, 
$2,480;  Royal  ton,  1912,  $15,375;  Rush,  1911, 
$8,500;  1912,  $7,225;  Rutland,  1912,  $5,200;  Rye, 
1910.  $208,000;  1911,  $240,000; 

Salima,  1912,  $6,160;  Sand  Lake,  1911,  $1,700;  1912, 
$1,530;  Sangerfield,  1912,  $2,835;  Saratoga,  1912, 
$13,875;  Saratoga  Springs,  1912,  $48,750;  Sar¬ 
dinia,  1911,  $4,700;  1912,  $4,320;  Scarsdale,  1910, 
$50,000;  1911,  $81,000;  Schaghticoke,  1911,  $6,500; 
1912,  $5,850;  Schodack,  1911,  $13,000;  1912,  $11,- 
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TOO;  Scio,  1911,  $3,500;  Scipio,  1912,  $6,240;  Sem- 
pronius,  1912,  $8,970;  Seneca,  1912,  $7,980;  Sen- 
nett,  1912,  $6,864;  Shelby,  1911,  $6,800;  1912,  $7.- 
770;  Shelter  Island,  1910,  $4,000;  1911,  $4,500; 
Skaneateles,  1912,  $6,160;  Smithtown,  1910,  $21,- 
000;  1911,  $20,000;  Somers,  1911,  $1,200;  South¬ 
ampton,  1910,  $69,000;  1911,  $87,500;  Southold, 

1910,  $30,000;  1911,  $37,000;  Springport,  1912, 
$8,190;  Springwater,  1912,  $7,790;  Stafford,  1911, 
$6,200;  Sterling,  1912,  $1,716;  Stillwater,  1912,  $7,- 
875;  Stony  Point,  1911,  $6,200;  1912,  $6,160;  Sum- 
merhill,  1912,  $1,560;  Sweden,  1911,  $16,000  ;  1912, 
$15,725; 

Theresa,  1912,  $4,000;  Tonawanda,  1911,  $10,000  ; 
1912,  $27,200;  Trenton,  1912,  $17,010  ;  Tully,  1912, 
$6,600 ; 

I  rbana,  1912,  $2,050; 

Van  Buren,  1912,  $15,840;  Vernon,  1912,  $5,427 ;  Ver¬ 
ona,  1912,  $9,720;  Victor,  1912,  $9,348;  Vienna, 
1912,  $3,240; 

Wales,  1911,  $8,500;  Warsaw,  1912,  $18,056;  Water¬ 
ford,  1912,  $11,475;  Wavland,  1912,  $5,412;  Wayne, 
1912,  $2,050;  Weathersfield.  1912,  $2,590;  Webster, 

1911,  $18,000;  1912,  $16,150;  West  Bloomfield, 

1912,  $5,548;  West  Seneca,  1911,  $13,500;  West 
Sparta,  1912,  $3,280;  Wheatfield,  1912,  $7,500; 
Wheatland,  1911,  $13,500;  1912,  $12,325;  White 
Plains,  1910,  $120,750;  1911,  $145,750;  Whitestown, 
1912,  $12,960;  Wilson,  1912,  $9,750;  Wilton,  1912, 
$4,125; 

Yates,  1911,  $30,000;  1912,  $19,610;  York,  1912, 
$12,300;  Yorktown,  1911,  $1,500. 


New  York,  Westchester  and  Boston  Railway  Company. 

Cities:  Alt.  Vernon,  1913,  $12,750;  New  Rochelle,  1912,  $12,- 

$86,540. 
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New  York,  Westchester  and  Connecticut  Traction  Company. 

Cities:  M t.  Vernon,  191.3,  $12,750';  New  Rochelle,  1912,  $12,- 

750. 

Towns:  Eastchester,  1912,  $12,750;  Pelham,  1912,  $3,400. 
Village:  North  Pelham,  1912,  $3,400. 

Niagara  Gorge  Railroad  Company. 

City:  Niagara  Falls,  1907,  $24,000. 

Town:  Lewiston,  1907,  $10,000. 

Niagara,  Lockport  and  Ontario  Power  Company. 
Town:  Lancaster,  1908,  $6,250;  1909,  $6,250. 

Northern  Westchester  Lighting  Company. 

Towns:  Cortland,  1912,  $28,730;  Mt.  Pleasant,  1912,  $62,475; 

New  Castle,  1912,  $4,930;  Ossining,  1912,  $173,995. 
Villages :  Briarcliff  Manor,  1912,  $30,855;  Croton-on-Hudson, 
1912,  $13,600;  Hillside,  1912,  $3,825;  Ossining, 
1912,  $127,500;  Pleasantville,  1912,  $37,145. 

N yack  and  Southern  Railroad  Company. 

Orangetown,  1909,  $7,700;  1910,  $5,900;  1911,  $16,- 
500. 

Nypano  Railroad  Company. 

Randolph,  1908,  $1.1,900;  1909,  $11,100;  1910,  $6,- 
200;  1911,  $11,900. 


own : 


Town : 


Paul  Smith’s  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company. 

Towns:  Franklin,  1911,  $600;  Harriettstown,  1911,  $42,000; 

1912,  $35,290;  North  Elba,  4911,  $6,000;  1912,  $5,- 
355;  St.  Armand,  911,  $7,300;  1912,  $4,525. 


Towns : 
Village : 


City : 


Peekskill  Lighting  and  Railroad  Company. 

Cortland,  1912,  $240,720;  Yorktown,  1912,  $2,890. 
Peekskill,  1912,  $197,710. 

People’s  Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company. 

Buffalo,  1912,  $52,000;  1913,  $52,000. 
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Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company". 

Cities:  Buffalo,  1911,  $52,000;  1912,  $52,000;  1913,  $41,600; 

Rochester,  1911,  $15,000;  Yonkers,  1910,  $17,000; 
1911,  $17,000. 

Poughkeepsie  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company. 

City:  Poughkeepsie,  1910,  $250,000. 

Towns:  Hyde  Park,  1910,  $2,000;  Lloyd,  1910,  $11,000; 
Poughkeepsie,  1910,  $15,000. 


Town 


Citv : 


Citv: 


Queens  County  Water  Company. 

Hempstead,  1900,  $65,000;  1901,  $65,000;  1902,  $67,- 
000;  1903,  $72,000;  1904,  $92,000;  1905,  $95,500; 
1906,  $110,000;  1907,  $160,000;  1908,  $180,000; 
1909,  $180,000;  1910,  $190,000;  1911,  $222,900. 

Republic  Metalware  Company. 

Buffalo,  1909,  $6,200  ;  1910,  $6,200. 

Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Company". 

Rochester,  1904,  $2,305,000. 

Rochester  and  Genesee  Valley"  Railroad  Company". 
City:  Rochester,  1911,  $35,400;  1912,  $16,800;  1913,  $33,405. 

Rochester  Railway  and  Light  Company. 

City:  Rochester,  1905,  $2,580,000. 

Rochester,  Syracuse  and  Eastern  Railroad  Company". 
City:  Rochester,  1908,  $5,900;  1909,  $7,100. 

Rochester  Telephone  Company. 

Rochester,  1901,  $197,950;  1902,  $210,880;  1903, 
$210,840;  1904,  $227,775;  1905,  $295,000;  1906, 
$450,000;  1910,  $470,000. 

Rutland  Railroad  Company. 

Ogdensburg,  1911,  $6,900. 

Champlain,  1911,  $27,900;  Chateaugay,  1911,  $800; 
Chatham,  1911,  $3,200;  Malone,  1911,  $14,000; 
Mooers,  1911,  $1,900;  Potsdam,  1911,  $2,000. 


Citv 


City : 
Towns 
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Saratoga  and  Schenectady  Railroad  Company. 

Town:  Milton,  1908,  $24,200. 

South  Buffalo  Railway  Company. 

City:  Buffalo,  1908,  $12,250;  1909,  $6,600 ;  1910,  $6,600; 

1911,  $6,800. 

South  Shore  Natural  Gas  and  Fuel  Company. 

City:  Dunkirk,  1911,  $150,000. 

Terminal  Railway  Company. 

City:  Lackawanna,  1910,  $7,100;  1911,  $11,100. 

Towns:  Cheektowaga,  1910,  $3,000;  1911,  $3,000;  1912,  $2,- 
400;  Hamburg,  1908,  $28,700 ;  1910,  $3,700;  1911, 
$9,000. 

Troy  Union  Railroad  Company. 

City:  Troy,  1910,  $217,500;  1911,  $217,500;  1912,  $193,600. 

United  Traction  Company. 

Cities:  Albany,  1912,  $2,646,000;  1913,  $2,723,400;  Troy, 

1907,  $1,300,000;  1908,  $1,400,000;  1909,  $1,400,- 
000;  1910,  $1,600,900;  1911,  $1,850,900;  1912, 
$2,015,370;  1913,  $2,229,500. 

Utica  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 

Town:  Frankfort,  1911,  $27,700. 

Valley  Railroad  Company. 

City:  Binghamton,  1908,  $16,400;  1909,  $16,600;  1910,  $16,- 

600;  1911,  $12,400. 

Westchester  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Cities:  Mt.  Vernon  1913,  $380,375;  New  Rochelle,  1912, 

$305,830;  Yonkers,  1912,  $26,350;  1913  ,$26,350. 
Towns:  Eastchester,  1912,  $91,715;  Pelham,  1912,  $108,205. 
Villages:  NorthPelham,  1912,  $20,485;  Pelham,  1912,  $23,630; 

Pelham  Mannor,  1912,  $63,580;  Tuckahoe,  1912, 
$20,995. 
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Westchester  Lighting  Company. 

Cities:  Alt.  Vernon,  1912,  $803,845;  1913,  $859,350;  Xew 

Rochelle,  1912,  $722,075;  Yonkers,  1912,  $1,002,- 
150;  1913,  $1,156,850. 

towns :  Bedford,  1912,  $18,700;  Eastchester,  1912,  $139,655; 

Greenbnrg,  1912,  $452,540;  Harrison,  1912,  $76,- 
075;  Mamaroneck,  1912,  $233,155;  Alt.  Pleasant, 
1912,  $63,240;  Yew  Castle,  1912,  $46,495;  Xorth 
Castle,  1912,  $2,040;  Pelham,  1912,  $136,935;  Rye, 
1912,  $544,595;  Scarsdale,  1912,  $49,810;  White 
Plains,  1912,  $336,515. 

Villages :  Ardsley,  1912,  $10,285;  Bronxville,  1912,  $62,200; 

Hobbs  Ferry,  1912,  $57,120;  Elmsford,  1912,  $5,355; 
Hastings,  1912,  $76,075;  Irvington,  1912,  $65,450; 
Larchmont,  1912,  $136,850;  Alt.  Kisco,  1912,  $24,- 
480;  Alamaroneck,  1912,  $139,485;  Yortli  Pelham, 
1912,  $39,780;  Xorth  Tarrytown,  1912,  $56,440; 
Pelham,  1912,  $24,310;  Pelham  Alanor,  1912,  $58,- 
905;  Port  Chester,  1912,  $228,565;  Rye,  1912, 
$186,065;  Tarrytown,  1912,  $133,620;  Tuckahoe, 
1912,  $50,745;  White  Plains,  1912,  $320,365. 


Western  Xew 


Vork  and  Pennsylvania  Railway'  Company. 


Cities : 


Town : 
Villages : 


Buffalo,  1908,  $192,285;  1909,  $279,900;  1910,  $250,- 
200;  1911,  $247,600;  1912,  $198,080;  1913,  $211,- 
600;  Dunkirk,  1908,  $14,000;  1909,  $14,000;  1910, 
$14,000;  Lackawanna,  1909,  $9,200;  1910,  $30,600; 
Clean,  1908,  $53,900;  1909,  $75,600;  1910,  $74,000; 
1911,  $78,800;  Rochester.  1909,  $86,000;  1910,  $86,- 
000,  1911,  $86,000;  1912,  $72,200;  1913,  $72,250. 
Salamanca,  1911,  $9,100. 

Allegany,  1908,  $1,300;  1909,  $1,600;  1911,  $1,600; 
Angola,  1908,  700;  Arcade,  1908,  $1,100;  1909, 
$700;  Belfast,  1908,  $750;  Blasdell,  1908,  $700; 
1909,  $700;  Brocton,  1908,  $6,000;  1909,  $4,000; 
Cuba,  1908,  $3,900;  1909,  $3,600;  1911,  $3,600; 
East  Aurora,  1908,  $3,000;  1909,  $4,200;  Farnliam, 
1908,  $4,000;  1909,  $3,600;  Franklinville,  1908, 
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$1,000 ;  1909,  $1,000;  1911,  $1,000;  Mayville,  1908, 
$16,600;  1909,  $17,000;  Mt.  Morris,  1908,  $4,700; 
1909,  $5,200;  North  Glean,  1908,  $3,800;  Nun  da, 

1908,  $4,600;  1909,  $5,400;  Portville,  1908,  $2,900; 

1909,  $1,800;  1911,  $1,800;  Salamanca,  1908, 

$4,500;  1909,  $4,900;  1911,  $4,900;  Sherman,  1908, 
$800;  1909,  $2,400;  Silver  Creek,  1908,  $8,800; 
1909,  $13,500;  West  Seneca,  1908,  $4,600. 

Western  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  Traction  Company. 
City:  Salamanca,  1913,  $29,600. 

Yonkers  Electric  Light  xVnd  Power  Company. 

City:  Yonkers,  1913,  $306,000. 


NEW  YORK  CITY. 

Cable,  Telegraph  and  Telephone. 

Commercial  Cable  Company. 

1912  .  $370,300 

Consolidated  Telegraph  and  Electrical  Subway  Company. 

1913  .  $8,918,000 

Empire  City  Subway  Company. 

1913  .  $12,922,000 

Mexican  Telegraph  Company. 

1913  .  $63,700 

New  York  Telephone  Company. 

1913  .  $64,260,000 

Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company. 

1912  .  $332,920 

1913  .  687,840 


Electric  Light  and  Power. 

Amsterdam  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company. 


1911  .  $75,000 

Brush  Electric  Illuminating  Company. 

1913  .  $273,000 


New  York  Edison  Company. 

1013  .  $38,746,480 

United  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company. 

1913  .  $5,915,000 

Gas. 

Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company. 

1910  .  $16,500,000 

1911  .  17,850,000 

1912  .  16,380,000 

1913  .  16,380,000 

Central  Union  Gas  Company. 

1913  .  $2,093,000 

Consolidated  Gas  Company. 

1913  .  $19,201,000 

New  Amsterdam  Gas  Company. 

1913  .  $6,611,000 

New  York  Mutual  Gas  Light  Company. 

1913  .  $2,639,000 

Northern  Union  Gas  Company. 

1913  .  $1,410,500 

Standard  Gas  Light  Company. 

1913  .  $3,913,000 

Westchester  Lighting  Company. 

1913  .  $436,800 

Miscellaneous. 

Holmes  Electric  Protective  Company. 

1913  .  $728,000 

New  York  Mail  and  Newspaper  Transportation  Company. 

1906  .  $90,000 

1907  .  90,000 

New  York  Pneumatic  Service  Company. 

1907  .  $150,000 
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Stock  Quotation  Telegraph  Company. 

1907  .  $160,000 

Tubular  Dispatch  Company. 

1906  .  $140,000 

Miscellaneous  Railways. 

East  River  Terminal  Railroad  Company. 

1910  . $74,500 

1911  .  74,500 

1912  .  66,800 

1913  .  73,528 

Harlem  River  and  Portchester  Railroad  Company. 

1909  .  $607,900 

1910  . 646,000 

1911  . 2,070,900 

Hudson  and  Manhattan  Railroad  Company. 

1913  .  $7,371,000 

Long  Island  Railroad  Company. 

1906  . $30,000 

1908  .  1,143,400 

1909  .  1,113,100 

1910  .  1,107,700 

1911  .  1,787,200 

1912  .  3,874,100 

1913  .  3,640,662 

Manhattan  Railway  Company. 

1913  .  $67,158,000 

v  Mid-Crosstown  Railway  Company. 

1913  .  $136,500 

Eassau  Electric  Railroad  Company.  (Operated  by  L.  I.  R.  R. ) 

1910  .  $3,056,400 

1911  . : .  3,056,400 
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Xew  York  Central  asd  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

(Park  Avenue.) 

1909  .  $13,115,200 

1910  .  13,115,200 

1911  .  13,564,700 

1912  .  12,549,800 

1913  .  14,990,795 

Xew  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

(Eleventh  Avenue.) 

1906  .  $1,650,000 

1907  .  2,400,000 

1908  .  4,629,900 

1909  .  4,572,000 

1910  .  4,632,000 

1911  .  4,650,000 

1912  .  4,241,300 

1913  .  3,977,064 

Xew  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company. 

(Bronx.) 

1906  .  $175,000 

1907  .  200,000 

1908  .  786,300 

1909  .  898,100 

1910  .  838,100 

1911  . 2,249,700 

1912  .  778,500 

1913  .  288,379 

Xew  York  and  Rockaway  Beach  Railway  Company. 

1908  .  $288,800 

1909  .  254,800 

1910  .  237,800 

1911  .  333,500 

1912  .  211,300 

1913  .  60,965 
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Richmond  Light  and  Railroad  Company. 

1907  .  $500,000 

1909  .  534,900 

1910  .  550,000 

Staten  Island  Midland  Railroad  Company. 

1907  .  $160,000 

1909  .  175,000 

1910  .  200,000 

Williams  Terminal  Railway  Company. 

1907  .  $4,000 

STREET  RAILWAY  SYSTEMS. 

Brooklyn  Rapid  Transit. 

Brooklyn  City  Railroad  Company,  by  Brooklyn  Heights 

Railroad  Company,  Lessee. 

1901  (Queens)  .  $1,826,700 

1902  (Queens)  .  1,502,000 

1903  (Queens)  .  1,502,000 

1904  (Queens)  .  1,425,000 

1905  (Queens)  .  1,520,000 

1906  (Queens)  . .  ..  1,940,000 

1907  (Queens)  .  1,910,000 

1908  (Brooklyn  and  Queens) .  21,777,400 

1910  (Brooklyn  and  Queens) .  20,071,000 

1911  (Brooklyn  and  Queens) .  20,071,000 

1912  (Brooklyn  and  Queens) .  16,410,700 

Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company. 

1905  .  $95,000 

1910  .  75,000 

1911  .  100,000 

1912  .  113,700 
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Brooklyn  Heights  Railroad  Company,  Lessee  of  a  Certain 

Track. 

1910 .  $6,000 

Brooklyn,  Queens  County  and  Suburban  Railroad  Company. 

1901.  Queens  .  $530,100 

1902.  Queens  .  175,000 

1903.  Queens  .  175,000 

1904.  Queens  .  155,000 

1905.  Queens  .  60,000 

1906.  Queens  . 170,000 

1907.  Queens  .  .  170,000 

1908.  Queens  . 170,000 

1910.  Brooklyn  and  Queens .  2,788,300 

1911.  Brooklyn  and  Queens .  2,624,000 

1912.  Brooklyn  and  Queens .  1,806,500 

Brooklyn  Bunion  Elevated  Railroad  Company. 

1905  .  $6,050,0.00 

1910  .  19,619,000 

1911  .  25,406,200 

1912  .  22,209,600 

Canarsie  Railroad  Company. 

1908  . ‘ .  $34,600 

1910  . 35,200 

1911  . 105,800 

1912  .  28,300 

Coney  Island  and  Gravesend  Railway  Company. 

1902  .  $145,000 

1903  . ; .  105,000 

1904  .  95,000 

1910  .  160,000 

1911  .  160,000 

1912  .  145,600 

Hassau  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

1907  .  $10,950,000 

1908  .  14,328,000 
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1910  .  $10,230,000 

1911  . 8,877,500 

1912  .  6,211,700 

1913  .  6,188,000 

Prospect  Park  and  Coney  Island  Railroad  Company,  by 
South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company,  Lessee. 

1907  .  $20,000 

1908  .  32,500 

1910  . 273,000 

1911  .  376,300 

1912  .  202,900 

1913  . 202,930 

Sea  Beach  Railway  Company. 

1910  .  118,300 

1911  .  203,600 

1912  .  103,100 

South  Brooklyn  Railway  Company. 

1910  .  $47,400 

1911  . .  62,200 

New  York  Railways  ( formerly  Metropolitan.) 

Bleecker  Street  and  Fulton  Ferry  Railroad  Company. 

1910  .  $730,000 

1911  .  730,000 

1912  .  571,400 

1913  . • .  637,000 

Broadway  and  Seventh  Avenue  Railroad  Company. 

1910  .  $7,955,000 

1911  .  7,250,000 

1912  .  4,807,500 

1913  . 5,005,000 

Central  Crosstown  Railroad  Company. 

1910  .  $660,000 

1911  .  400,000 

1912  .  287,500 

1913  .  327,600 
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Christopher  and  Tenth  Streets  Railroad  Company. 

1910  .  $1,172,000 

1911  .  $1,172,000 

1912  .  879,900 

1913  .  1,001,000 

Eighth  Avenue  Railroad  Company. 

1910  .  $1,800,000 

1911  .  6,000,000 

1912  .  1,305,200 

1913  . 1,159,000 

Fort  George  and  Eleventh  Avenue  Railroad  Company. 

1910  .  '  $317,000 

1911  .  317,000 

1912  .  262,900 

1913  .  273,000 

Forty-second  Street  and  Grand  Street  Ferry  Railroad 

Company. 

1910  .  $1,600,000 

1911  . , . i .  1,200,000 

1912  .  910,900 

1913  .  1,092,000 

Hew  York  and  Harlem  Railroad  Company. 

1910  . $9,343,000 

1911  .  8,680,000 

1912  .  6,191,600 

1913  .  6,319,950 

Rew  York  Railways.  (Formerly  Metropolitan  Street  Ry.  Co.) 

1910  . '. .  $20,258,000 

1911  .  19,200,000 

1912  .  13,363,300 

1913  .  13,650,000 

Rinth  Avenue  Railroad  Company. 

1910 .  $2,800,000 

1911  .  2,800,000 

1912  .  2,237,600 

1913  .  2,275,000 
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Sixth  Avenue  Railroad  Company. 

1910  . ; . .  $4,550,000 

1911  . 4,550,000 

1912  .  3,209,500 

1913  .  3,276,000 

Thiety-foueth  Steeet  Ceosstown  Railway  Company. 

1910  .  $1,206,000 

1911  .  700,000 

1912  .  455,000 

1913  .  455,000 

Twenty-third  Steeet  Railway  Company. 

1910  .  $2,790,000 

1911  .  1,625,000 

1912  . * .  1,196,600 

1913  . 1,274,000 

Third  Avenue. 

Beonx  Te action  Company. 

1912 .  $273,000 

Dry  Dock,  East  Beoadway  and  Battery  Railroad  Company. 

1910  '. . $1,400,000 

1911  .  1,400,000 

1912  .  1,274,000 

1913  .  1,069,250 

Forty-second  Street,  Manhattanville  and  St.  Nicholas 

Avenue  Railway  Company. 

1910  .  $4,206,000 

1911  .  4,600,000 

1912  . ‘ .  4,095,000 

1913  .  3,640,000 

Kings  Bridge  Railway  Company. 

1910  . $759,000 

1911  . 759,000 

1912  .  690,600 

1913  .  637,000 
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Xew  York  City  Interborocgh  Railway  Company. 

1913 .  $891,800 

New  York,  Westchester  and  Connecticut  Traction  Company. 
1913 .  $910 

Southern  Boulevard  Railroad  Company. 

1912 .  $204,700 

Third  Avenue  Bridge  Company. 

1912  .  $81,900 

1913  . ' .  91,000 

Third  Avenue  Railroad  Company. 

1910 . $7,920,000 

1912  .  6,825,000 

1913  . : .  5,778,500 

Third  Avenue  Railway  Company,  by  Frederick  W.  Whitridge, 

Receiver. 

1910  .  $7,920,000 

1911  .  8,300,000 

1912  .  6,825,000 

Union  Railway  Company. 

1910  .  $4,420,000 

1911  .  4,700,000 

1912  .  4,308,800 

1913  .  3,662,750 

Water. 

Queens  County  Water  Company. 

1900  .  $179,564 

1901  . ; .  179,500 

1902  .  176,500 

1903  .  179,000 

1904  .  190,000 

1905  .  190,000 

1906  .  216,000 

1907  . .  240,000 
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1908  . $300,000 

1909  .  275,000 

1910  .  275,-000 

1911  .  250,000 

1912  .  222,500 

1913  .  222,500 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  CONDITION  OF  ALL  ACTIONS 
FOR  THE  DISSOLUTION  OF  CORPORATIONS 
BROUGHT  BY  THE  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  PRIOR 
TO  JANUARY  i,  1914,  AND  WHICH  HAVE  BEEN 
DISPOSED  OF  DURING  THE  PRESENT  YEAR  OR 
ARE  STILL  PENDING. 

People  v.  International  Grapiiophone  Company. 

People  v.  Cooper  Exchange  Bank. 

In  tlie  two  above  entitled  proceedings  tlie  final  accounts  of  the 
receivers  were  presented  and  orders  made  closing  the  receiverships 
and  discharging  the  receivers  during  the  present  year. 

People  v.  Metropolitan  Bank. 

This  proceeding  was  terminated  during  the  year  1913  hv  a 
judgment  dissolving  the  corporation.  No  receiver  was  appointed 
as  there  were  no  assets. 

People  v.  Manhattan  Real  Estate  and  Loan  Company. 

The  final  account  of  the  receiver  in  this  proceeding  has  been 
presented  and  the  receivership  is  closed  with  the  exception  of  the 
determination  by  a  referee  of  a  few  disputed  claims  that  are  now 
being  tried.  Upon  conclusion  of  the  trial  of  said  claims  the  final 
order  will  be  entered  closing  the  receivership. 

People  v.  The  State  Bank  of  Forestville. 

The  final  account  of  the  receiver  has  been  presented  and  is  re¬ 
turnable  on  January  21,  1914. 

People  v.  The  Holland  Trust  Company. 

This  receivership  is  practically  terminated  an  ancillary  receiver¬ 
ship  in  New  Jersey  is  being  continued  until  two  mortgage  fore¬ 
closure  actions  in  which  the  company  is  interested  are  determined. 
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People  v.  Guardian  Savings  and  Loan  Company. 

People  v.  The  Treasury  Corporation  Co-operative  Savings 
and  Loan  Association. 

No  assets  have  come  into  the  hands  of  the  receiver.  The  re¬ 
ceivership  is  kept  alive  for  the  purpose  of  discharging  fraudulent 
mortgages. 

CY  O 

People  v.  The  28th  and  29th  Streets  Crosstown  Railroad 
Company. 

Owing  to  litigation  and  other  matters  which  have  interfered,  the 
above  proceeding  has  not  yet  been  terminated. 

People  v.  The  Oriental  Bank. 

The  only  matters  left  undetermined  in  this  proceeding  are  those 
of  the  receiver's  fees  and  attorney's  allowances. 

People  v.  Metropolitan  Surety  Company. 

During  the  year  an  order  was  made  in  this  proceeding  proving 
the  accounts  of  the  receiver  to  June  21,  1913,  and  directing  him 
to  pay  a  dividend  to  the  creditors  of  the  corporation.  There  has 
been  a  vast  amount  of  litigation  in  this  proceeding.  The  claims 
presented  numbered  about  twelve  hundred,  all  of  which  have  been 
disposed  of  except  about  twenty  which  are  now  pending  before 
referees.  In  addition,  there  are  a  few  claims  on  appeal,  the  final 
determinations  in  which  are  expected  soon.  This  receivership 
will  be  closed  up  finally  in  the  near  future. 


VOLUNTARY  DISSOLUTION  PROCEEDINGS  INSTI¬ 
TUTED  DURING  THE  YEAR  1913. 

Jan.  7.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  National 

Trim  &  Door  Company.  (Dissolved). 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  Dean  Alvord 
Securities  Company.  (Proceedings  discontinued 
and  receiver  dismissed). 

11.  Supreme  Court —  Suffolk  County.  Dean  Alvord 
Company.  (Proceedings  discontinued  and  re¬ 
ceiver  dismissed). 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  Belle  Terre  Es¬ 
tates  Incorporated.  (Proceedings  discontinued 
and  receiver  discharged). 
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J  an. 


Feb. 


March 


11.  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  Suburban  Con¬ 
struction  Company.  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Yassau  County.  Roslyn  Estates 
Incorporated.  (Pending. ) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Renssalear  County.  Forest  Park 
Cemetery.  (Dissolved). 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Schuyler  County.  The  Odessa 

Milk  &  Dairy  Company.  (Pending.) 

31.  Supreme  Court — Oneida  County.  The  Logan  Com¬ 
pany.  (Dissolved  and  receiver  appointed.) 

3.  Supreme  Court - Erie  County.  Yarenta  Mineral 

Springs  Company.  (Dissolved.) 

1.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  The  Robert  Stock 
Manufacturing  Company.  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Lamberton  Land 
Company.  ( Pending. ) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  i\Tew  York  County.  Imperial 
Film  Exchange.  (Pending.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Cayuga  County.  Cayuga  County 
Patrons  Exchange.  (Pending.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Chenango  County.  The  Yorwich 
County  Club,  Ins.  (Dissolved.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Otsego  County.  Oneonta  Realty 

Company.  (Dissolved). 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Scheefe's  Confec¬ 
tionery.  (Dissolved.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Yaumann 
Manufacturing  Co.  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Willi amsburgh 

Trust  Company.  (Dissolved). 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Lister  County.  The  Atherton 
Carl  Furniture  Company.  (Pending.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Yew  Am¬ 

sterdam  Eye  and  Ear  Llospital.  (Dissolved.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  Second  Meth¬ 

odist  Episcopal  Church.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Riverside  Malting 
Company.  (Dissolved.) 
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26.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Corner  Stone, 
Incorporated.  ( Discontinued. ) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  D.  &  H.  Oyster 
Company.  (Dissolved.) 

31.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Joseph  Stafford 
Company.  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Manhattan 
Bridge  Service  Company.  (Dissolved.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  Electric  Omni- 
bus  Corporation.  (Dissolved.) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  The  Albany 
County  Bank.  (Dissolved.) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Lewis  County.  Turin  Canning 
&  Pickling  Company.  (Pending.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Yuron  & 
Chait,  Inc.  (Pending.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Sancti  Spiritus 
Land  tk  Improvement  Company.  (Dissolved.) 

16.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Hudson  Co¬ 
operative  Savings  &  Loan  Association.  (Dis¬ 
solved.  ) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Otsego  County.  Hanford  Wagon 
Works  Company.  (Pending.) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  AYrk  County.  Trager 

Brothers,  Inc.  (Pending.) 

13.  Supreme  Court  —  Schoharie  County.  France  Mill¬ 

ing  Company.  (Pending.) 

13.  Supreme  Court  —  Washington  County.  The  Com¬ 
monweal  Press  Company.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court — Ontario  County.  Canandaigua 
Importing  Company.  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  People’s  Surety 
Company  of  Yew  York.  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Rockland  County.  James  A. 

DeGroat  Company,  a  corporation.  (Dissolved.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  AYrk  County.  Kensington 

Decorative  Company.  (Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Weber-Penthert 
Company.  (Pending.) 
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July 


Aug. 

Sept. 


Oct. 


Nov. 


12.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Rosenmeyer 
&  Diamond.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Nassau  County.  South  Side  Mes¬ 
senger  Company.  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Columbia 
Garage  Company.  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Franklin  County.  Odd  Fellows 
Temple  Association  of  Malone,  N.  Y.  (Dissolved.) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Empire  State 

Widows  &  Orphans  Society.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  — New  York.  Charles  A.  Brady  & 

Co.  (Discontinued.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  Onondaga  County.  Union  Coarse 

Salt  Co.  (Dissolved  and  receiver  appointed.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Banking  & 

Mortgage  Company  of  America.  (Dissolved.) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Osborn  Me¬ 
morial  Cemetery  Association.  (Pending.) 

12.  Supreme  Court — 'Kings  County.  Union  League 
Club  of  Brooklyn.  (Dissolved  and  receiver  ap¬ 
pointed.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  United  Silk 
Goods  Association.  (Discontinued.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  Weed-Parsons 
Printing  Company.  (Pending.) 

9.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Atlantic  Raincoat 
Company.  ( Pending. ) 

3.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Simon  Nager,  Jr., 
Inc.  (Dissolved  and  receiver  appointed.) 

6.  Supreme  Court  —  Orange  County.  The  Graves  Sup¬ 

ply  Company.  (Dissolved.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Monroe  County.  John  Hofman 

Company.  (Dissolved  and  receiver  appointed.) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Merritt 

Construction  Company.  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Dutchess  County.  The  Gillette 
Rubber  Company.  (Dissolved.) 
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ov. 


Dec. 


13.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Terrace  City 
Hygeia  Ice  Company.  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court — Suffolk  County.  The  C.  A.  Pratt 

Company.  ( Pending. ) 

18.  Supreme  Court — Cayuga  County.  The  Poplar 

Pidge  Elgin  Creamery  Company.  (Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Montgomery  County.  Fort  Plain 

Electric  Piano  Company,  Inc.  (Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Few  York  County.  Ball-Coolev 
Engineering  Company.  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Peerless  Radiator 
and  Auto  Lamp  Works,  Inc.  (Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Erie  Farming. 
Company.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court — Ontario  County.  Geneva  Malting 
Company.  (Pending. ) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Orange  County.  Eewburgh  Land 

Comp  any.  (  P  ending. ) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Allegany  County.  Mason-Young 

Company.  (Pending.) 


SEQUESTRATION  PROCEEDINGS  INSTITUTED  DUR¬ 
ING  THE  YEAR  1913. 


Feh. 

April 


June 


1.  Supreme  Court — Kings  County.  Morris  Grossman 
v.  Maurice  Goldstein,  Inc.  (Pending.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Frank  B. 
Gilbreth  v.  Hydraulic  Properties  Company. 
(Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Richmond  County.  Sarah  H. 
Barnes  et  ah  v.  Midland  Railroad  Terminal  Com¬ 
pany.  (Pending. ) 

29.  Supreme  Court — New  York  County.  Oscar  J.  Gude 
v.  Continental  Finance  Company.  (Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Tompkins  County.  Edward  G. 
Wyckoff  v.  Ithaca  &  Cortland  Traction  Company. 
(Pending.) 
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Aug. 


Sept. 


Nov. 


Dec. 


12.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Ralph  Green 
v.  Rudolph  C.  Kastner,  Henry  V.  F.  Roe,  Rudolph 
C.  Kastner,  Jr.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Pascal  P.  Beals  et 

al.  v.  The  Rochester  Tank  &  Boiler  Co.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

6.  Supreme  Court  —  Richmond  County.  Eastern  Mill 

Pants  Co.  v.  Richmond  Salt  Hay  Co.  (Pending.) 
24.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Jempson  v.  Niagara 
Gasoline  Motor  Co.  (Pending.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Anthony 
Fisher  v.  Wakefield  Park  Realty  Company.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Lexow  North- 
ridge  Co.,  Inc.,  v.  Monte  System,  Inc.  (Pending.) 


FORCLOSURE  ACTIONS  INSTITUTED  DURING  THE 

YEAR  1913. 


Jan. 


2.  Supreme  Court — New  York  County.  John  Ken¬ 
nedy  v.  Patrick  F.  Goff,  Ind.,  etc.  (Discontinued.) 
2.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  D.  Comvn 
Moran  as  Committee,  etc.,  v.  Helena  II.  Brickell, 
Ind.,  etc.  (Pending.) 

4.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Metropolitan 
Life  Insurance  Co.  v.  James  A.  McMillin  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

6.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  The  Model 

Building  &  Loan  Association  of  Mott  Haven  v. 
Mary  Monica  Malloy  et  al.  (Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Peter  Otten 

v.  George  Keller  Construction  Co.  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

8.  Supreme  Court — 'New  York  County.  Samuel  LI. 

Kupferman  v.  Mary  G.  Long  et  al.  (Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  John  Aspin- 
wall  v.  Michele  Fava  et  al.  (Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Robert  Mc¬ 
Gill  v.  Jacob  Morrison  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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Jan.  13.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Louis  B.  Has- 

brouck  as  substituted  trustee,  etc.,  v.  Annie  Arono- 
witz  et  al.  (Pending.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Frank  Davin 
et  al.  v.  A\  illiam  J.  Pbelan  et  al.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Few  York  County.  Jolm  Charl¬ 
ton  Higham  v.  Sigismondo  Gallina  et  al.  (Pen- 

ing-) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Simeon  M. 

Barber  v.  Lloyd  D.  Waddell.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Anna  P. 
Crossin  v.  Lloyd  D.  Waddell.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  William  Soh- 

mer  as  Comptroller  v.  Abraham  Kaufman  et  al. 
(Judgment  for  Plaintiff.)  ■ 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Bertha  Loew- 

enstein  v.  Moritz  Weil  et  al.  (Three  Actions.) 
(Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Morris  Kabinovitz 

y.  James  Farrell  et  al.  (Pending.) 

23.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Joseph  A.  Burr, 

as  Trustee,  etc.,  v.  Frank  Cangro  et  al.  (Judg¬ 
ment  for  plaintiff.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Annie  Moran  v. 

Annie  Yon  Kaentzel  et  ah  (Judgment  for  plain¬ 
tiff.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  Summit  Trust 

Company  v.  Walter  Bevan  et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Mary  Eliza¬ 
beth  Schleiermacher  v.  Gussie  Farowich  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Rockland  County.  J.  Willard 
DeYoe  v.  Charles  Bush  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Title  Guarantee 

Trust  Co.  v.  Ulrica  Gargiulo  et  al.  (Pending.) 

30.  County  Court  —  Queens  County.  Philip  Jung  v. 

Celine  Feick  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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Jan. 


Feb. 


30.  Supreme  Court  —  Yates  County.  George  H.  Keeler, 
as  extr.,  etc.,  v.  J.  Charles  Adams  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  The  Mutual 

Life  Insurance  Co.  of  New  York  v.  Margaret  C. 
Valentine  et  al.  (Pending.) 

31.  Supreme  Court  —  Nassau  County.  Charles  J. 

Murphy  v.  Michael  IT.  Murphy  et  al.  (Pending.) 
31.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Gottlieb 
Maier  et  al.  v.  Pauline  Ludewig,  etc.  (Pending.) 
6.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  James  L. 
Clare,  etc.,  v.  Kathryne  Taylor,  etc.  (Discon¬ 
tinued.  ) 

6.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Francis  LI.  Sim¬ 

mons  v.  Robert  Y.  Mathews  et  al.  (Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Andrew  Jack- 

son  v.  Realty  Transfer  Co.  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Nassau  County.  Elizabeth  H. 

Nichols  et  al.  v.  Queens  Land  &  Title  Co.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

11.  Supreme  Court — Queens  County.  Elizabeth  C. 

Fisher  v.  Katherine  Shanne  (formerly  Ha  finer) 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Oscar  L.  Scliwencke 

v.  Phillipena  Sum  et  al.  (Pending.) 

15.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Esther  E.  Barton  v. 

Patrick  McNally  et  al.  (Pending.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Amos  IV. 
Wright  et  al.  v.  Arsenio  Pernetti  et  al.  (Discon¬ 
tinued.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Rockland  County.  Noel  B.  San¬ 
born  v.  Mary  Oldham,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Ontario  County.  Benjamin  F. 
Odell,  Ind.,  v.  Sarah  Elizabeth  Scribner  et  ano. 
(Pending.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Ilyman  Sar- 
ner  y.  Alberto  Improvement  Co.  et  al.  (Action 
No.  1).  (Pending.) 
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Feb.  18.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Hyman  Sarner 
v.  Alberto  Improvement  Co.  et  al.  (Action  Ho.  2.) 
(Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  The  Society 
for  the  relief  of  Destitute  Children  of  Seamen  v. 
Mary  J.  McDaniel  et  al.  (Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Rensselaer  County.  George 
Schmitt,  as  Exr.  v.  William  Reinhart  et  al.  (Pend- 

Eg-) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Anna  R. 
Crossin  v.  Verona  Sckmutz  et  al.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Emanuel 

Marks,  as  Exr.,  etc.,  v.  Milton  H.  Gans,  Ind.,  etc., 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court — Washington  County.  Chandler  A. 

West  et  al.  v.  Andrew  Seeley  et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Marcelina  L. 

Buckley  v.  Emily  Barba  et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  The  Mutual 

Life  Insurance  Company  v.  Ike  Levy  et  al.  (Pend- 
ii'g- ) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Theodore  A. 

Cullen  v.  Edward  L.  Somerville  et  al.  (Discon¬ 
tinued.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  German  Savings 
Bank  of  Brooklyn  v.  John  F.  Iloertz  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Julius  Biedennan 

v.  Mary  Hetherington  et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Broad  Savings 

Institution  of  the  City  of  Hew  York  v.  Percival  E. 
Hagle  et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Otto  Haas  v. 

Maria  W.  Wallar  et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Daniel  Gug¬ 
genheim,  as  trustee,  etc.,  v.  John  II.  McKean  et  al. 
(Pending.) 
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March  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Bank  for 
Savings  in  the  City  of  Yew  York  v.  Michael  IT. 
Gillespie  et  al.  (Pending.) 

4.  Supremo  Court  —  Kings  County.  Mary  F.  Wilkin¬ 

son  v.  Hugh  Lee,  Ind.,  etc.  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Dry  Dock 

Savings  Institution  v.  Sarah  E.  Cain  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Wayne  Countv.  Ida  E.  S.  Bills 
v.  Frank  L.  Fishbaugh  et  al.  (Pending.) 

G.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Title  Guarantee  k 
Trust  Company  v.  Laura  E.  Fitzgerald  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

G.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Justena  Steeger 
(formerly  Justena  Mansz)  v.  William  II.  Hard. 
(Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Henry  M.  W. 
Eastman,  etc.,  v.  Joseph  J.  Cunningham,  etc.,  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Richmond  County.  William  Buck- 

nor  v.  Theodore  E.  Hanlon  et  al.  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court — Erie  County.  Erie  County  Savings 

Bank  v.  E.  Buckley,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

13.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  Greater  Yew 
York  Savings  Bank  v.  Louis  Flaxman  et  al. 
(Action  Yo.  5.)  (Pending.) 

13.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Charles  Werner 

et  al.  v.  Ernest  Franze  et  al.  (Pending.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Yew  York  Mort¬ 

gage  k  Surety  Company  v.  Gustaf  A.  Johnson  et  al. 

% 

(Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  Countv.  Henry  Dreyer  v. 

Elisa  Muller  et  al.  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Katherine 
Chambers  v.  Albert  Stake  et  al.  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Catskill  Savings 
Bank  v.  Grace  Iv.  Machin  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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March 


IT.  Supreme  Court  —  Re w  York  County.  Walter  F. 
Welch-  y.  Erie  Basin  Improvement  Co.  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Daniel  London  v. 
Albert  F.  Geseheidt  et  al.  (Discontinued  as  against 
People.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Hannah  Levy  et 
al.  v.  Frederick  Bennett  et  al.  (Discontinued.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Pough¬ 
keepsie  Savings  Bank  v.  Emma  Croft  Germond  et 
al.  (Discontinued.) 

IS.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Leonard  E.  Willis 
v.  Felix  H.  Kernan  et  al.  (Pending.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  William  J. 

Courtney  v.  Michael  A.  Rofrano  et  al.  (Discon¬ 
tinued.  ) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Gwladys  C. 

Barber  v.  Joseph  Schwartz  et  al.  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Andrew 

Wisseman  v.  Josephine  Leahy  et  al.  (Pending.) 

/ 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Hopkins  Security 

Co.  v.  Herman  Peis  et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Samuel  H. 

Kupferman  v.  Joseph  Monahan  et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  John  Merkel 

et  al.  v.  Jacob  Rosenthal  et  al.  (Pending.) 

21.  Countv  Court  —  Erie  Countv.  Harvev  G.  Bush  v. 

t j 

Herman  B.  Yan  Peyma  et  al.  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  LYion  Trust 

Co.  of  Yew  York  v.  William  L.  Sutphin  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court — Queens  County.  Grace  R.  Myers 

v.  George  Wei  dm  a  nn  et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  — Yew  York  County.  David  Mans¬ 

field  Levy,  etc.,  v.  Jacob  Rosenthal  et  al.  (Pend- 
mg). 

29.  County  Court — Queens  Countv.  Samuel  Xeustadt 
v.  Fanny  Frnnkel,  'widow,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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3. 


March  29.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  Tax  Lien 

Company  of  X.  Y.  v.  American  Steel  Barrel  Co. 
et  al.  (  Pending. ) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  The  Franklin 
Savings  Bank  in  the  City  of  Hew  York  v.  William 
W.  Hubbell  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Kips  Bay 
Brewing  &  Malting  Co.  v.  Giovanni  Angelo  DeBel- 
lis  et  al.  (Pending.) 

April  2.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  Williams¬ 
burg  Savings  Bank  v.  Jonathan  G.  Haggerty,  Sr., 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

2.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  George  Holzmann, 

as  Admr.,  etc.  v.  Louis  Hermann  et  al.  (Pending.) 

3.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Christian  F.  Lef- 

fler  v.  Albert  Smyth  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Christian  F.  Lef- 
fler  v.  Bertha  Cohn,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 
Countv  Court  —  Kings  County.  Rachael  Lus- 
tig  v.  Belle  C.  Bunn  et  al.  (Pending.) 

County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Louise  H.  Cryder  y. 

Hugh  Lee,  Ind.  and  as  Exr.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  City  of  Buffalo  v. 

Frank  Moll  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  — Kings  County.  Xew  York  In- 
vestors  Corporation  v.  Louis  B.  Kushner  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

9.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Antoinette  F. 
Kleine  v.  John  Desola  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Saratoga  County.  The  Adirondack 
Trust  Company  v.  Champlain  Stone  and  Sand 
Company  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  William  Eckert  v. 
George  II.  Sisson  et  al.  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Sophia  Lerch 
v.  Philip  J.  Egbert  et  al.  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Henry  Yollweiler 
v.  Solar  Amusement  Co.  et  al.  (Pending.) 


o. 
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8. 
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April  12.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Joseph  Demasi  v. 

Luigi  Bozzicolonna  et  al.  (Pending.) 

12.  County  Court  —  -  Ivina’s  County.  United  States  Title 

IS  G  e 

&  Guaranty  Co.  v.  Xew  Amsterdam  Development 
Co.  et  al.  (Thirteen  actions,  pending.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Greene  County.  Andrew  White 
v.  Hazel  Kirke  White  et  al.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Mary  E.  Gar- 

rison  y.  Annie  C.  Doyle  et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Harris 

Mandelbaum  et  al.  v.  Friedland  Realty  Co.  et  al. 

*j 

(Pending.) 

23.  County  Court  —  Kings  Countv.  Mary  A.  Young 

et  al.,  as  Trustee,  etc.  v.  Frank  Malczynski  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

23.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Kate  Macv 
Ladd  v.  Arthur  Gorsch  et  al.  (Pending.) 

23.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  Countv.  The  Citv  of  Xew 

York  v.  Eliza  McGovern  et  al.  (Discontinued  as 
against  People.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Anna  Ruther¬ 

ford  Morris  v.  Sarah  A.  Fanning  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

24.  County  Court  —  Rockland  County.  The  Provident 

xJ  t / 

Building  &  Loan  Association  of  Spring  Yalley, 
X.  Y.  v.  Eva  Goldfarb  et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  The  Farmers 

Loan  Trust  Co.,  etc.  v.  Tasker  Polk,  Ind.  and 
as  Admr.  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  Citv  of  Xew 

York  v.  Pauline  Halpern  et  al.  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Clyde  Realty 
Co.  v.  Tantog  Realty  Co.  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Ernestina 
Trick  v.  Louis  Cohen  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Wilson  Mar¬ 
shall  et  al.,  as  Fxrs.  v.  Alice  Reardon  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 
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April  30.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  The  Farmers 
Loan  &  Trust  Co.,  as  Trustee  v.  John  McClure,  as 
Exr.  et  al.  (Pending.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Michael 
Piel  v.  Rebecca  Goldberg  et  al.  (Pending.) 

May  1.  (Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Postal  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Co.  v.  Derry  Realty  Co.  et  al.  (Actions  10 
and  11.  Pending.) 

1.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Morgan  G.  Barn¬ 

well  et  al.  v.  Rostof  Co.  et  al.  (Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  — Kings  County.  Justena  S. 

Steeger  v.  John  J.  Brady  et  al.  (Pending.) 

6.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Alva  E.  Belmont 
et  ah,  as  Trustees,  etc.,  and  City  Equity  Co.  v. 
Harry  J.  Couch  et  al.  (Two  actions  pending.) 

6.  (Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Charles 
Hlawatsch  v.  Wilhelmina  Hlawatsch  et  al.  (Pend- 
mg.) 

6.  County  Court  —  Erie  County.  Spencer  Ballon  v. 

People  of  the  State  of  New  York  and  all  heirs  of 
(Sarah  Wilcox  et  al.  (Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Harry  Isaac¬ 

son  v.  Louis  Segelbohm  et  al.  (Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Edgerton 

Park  Company  v.  Thomas  J.  Coffey  et  al.  (Pend- 

ing-)  . 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Frances  A. 

Reynolds  v.  Julia  Scott  Flynn  et  al.  (Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Deidrich  Scliarn- 
inghausen  v.  Anna  B.  Doten  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Rector, 
Churchwardens  and  Vestrymen  of  St,  Bartholo- 
mew’s  Church  in  the  City  of  New  York  v.  Mary  E. 
Flomerfelt,  Hub,  etc.  (Pending.) 

13.  Supreme  Court  —  Bronx  County.  The  Emigrant  In¬ 

dustrial  Sayings  Bank  v.  Esther  O’Brien  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Morris  Kahn 

et  al  v.  Charles  Ilenschke  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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15.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Aron  Altman  v. 
Gesine  Beck  et  al.  (Pending.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Ernest  W.  Tyler 

et  al  v.  Agnes  I.  Maillie,  Ind.  et  al.  (Pending.) 

16.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  John  A. 

Brown,  Jr.  v.  Minnie  L.  Simon  et  al.  (Pending.) 
16.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Dry 
Dock  Savings  Institution  v.  Joseph  L.  Rusling, 
Ind.  et  al.  (Pending.) 

16.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  City  of  Yew 

York  v.  Harriet  Colyer  et  al.  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Orrie  P.  Cum¬ 

mings  v.  Alexander  J.  Foley  et  al.  (Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Clarence  A. 

Fowler  v.  C.  Olivia  Sabine  et  al.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  — Yew  York  County.  Jacob  A. 
Besemer  et  al  v.  James  Kennedy  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Annie  E. 

Wohlfrom  v.  Louis  F.  Cornelias  et  al.  (Two  ac¬ 
tions,  Pending.) 

21.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Julie  Segeler  v. 

Harry  S.  Baker  et  al.  (Pending.) 

21.  County  Court  — Kings  County.  Bank  for  Savings 

of  Ossining  v.  Margaret  Y.  McYulty  et  al.  (Pend- 

ing-) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Charles 

Buecheler  v.  Frederick  IV.  Bender  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

23.  Countv  Court  —  Kings  County.  Wm.  Y.  Burroughs 

Brick  Co.  v.  Amico  Realty  Co.  of  Long  Island  et  al. 

t /  O 

(Pending.) 

23.  County  Court  —  Queens  County.  Jacob  Blank  v. 

Randolph  White,  Public  Admr.,  etc.,  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court.  —  Yew  York  County.  Solomon  H. 

Kohn  v.  Eliza  Cohn  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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May 


June 


25.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Tax 
Lien  Co.  of  Yew  York  v.  Catherine  E.  Schultze 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Therese  Mil¬ 
ler  v.  William  M.  Rouzee  et  al.  (Discontinued 
as  against  People.) 

31.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  Prospect 
Home  Building  and  Loan  Association  v.  John  A. 
Thomasson  et  al.  (Pending.) 

31.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  State 
Bank  v.  Harry  Simon  et  al.  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Alonzo  B,  See  v. 

Agnes  1.  Maillie,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Hartley 
Haigh  v.  American  Exchange  Realty  Co.  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  The  John 

Stanton  Brewing  and  Malting  Co.  v.  Adolph  Canefi 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

6.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Brenton  IT.  Col¬ 

lins  v.  Philip  Howard  Reid  et  al.  (Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Elizabeth 

Ditchett  et  al.  v.  The  People  of  the  State  of  Yew 
York,  Loretta  Cobham  et  al.  (Pending.) 

7.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Penelope  T.  Tuttle 
v.  Hu  gli  Lee,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

7.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Lewis  D.  Mason,  as 
Trustee,  etc.  v.  Joseph  D.  McYey  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing. ) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Frank  C.  Lang  v. 

August  Iloetzel  et  al.  (Pending). 

9.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Jennie 
Scheyer  v.  John  J.  Foley  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Cord 
Meyer  Company  v.  Loretta  Caruthers  et  al.  (Pend¬ 
ing.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Ralph  W.  Long  v. 
Thomas  J.  Coffey,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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12.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  L.  Austin 
Johnson  v.  Annie  C.  Victory  et  al.  (Pending.) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  John  Harney 
v.  Rose  Baldwin  et  al.,  Action  Xo.  1.  (Discon¬ 
tinued.  ) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  John  Harney 
v.  Rose  Baldwin  et  ah,  Action  Xo.  2.  (Pending.) 
12.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Anna  V.  S.  Allen  v. 

Mary  E.  Fries,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Onondaga  County.  Anna  Othile, 
as  Ex.,  v.  Christian  Thomas  et  al.  (Pending.) 

14.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Dietrich  W.  Kaatze 
v.  Rose  ITeib  et  al.  (Pending.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Jacob  Lowen- 

tlial  v.  Eli  Levy,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Gotham  Mort¬ 

gage  Company  v.  James  E.  Hayes  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Raphael  R. 
Murphy  v.  Mary  Rosalind  Bow  et  al.  (Discon¬ 
tinued  as  against  People.) 

IT.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Buffalo  Savings 
Bank  v.  Mary  Somerville  et  al.  (Pending.) 

23.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Darwin  R.  James, 
Jr.  v.  Agnes  I.  Maillie  et  al.  (Pending.) 

23.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Benjamin  M.  Wal¬ 

lace  v.  Agnes  I.  Maillie  et  al.  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Edward  Ren¬ 

nert  v.  Emily  Feder  et  al.  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Mary  J.  Quinn 
v.  Joe  Weiser  et  al.  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Augusta 

Eichner  v.  Theodore.  A.  Knapp  et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Richard 

Lathers,  Jr.,  etc.,  et  al.  v.  Darah  Bird,  Ind.,  etc., 

et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Edward  R. 
Stehl  v.  Isaac  Levy  et  al.  (Two  actions.)  (Pend- 
ing.) 
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27.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Glens  Falls  Insur- 
ance  Company  v.  Mary  L.  Perkins  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Louis  W.  Slo¬ 
cum  v.  Frank  Zanetti  et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Esther  A. 

Miller  v.  Robert  A.  Kutschbach  et  al.  (Pending.) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Charles  Mo¬ 

ran,  as  Admr.,  etc.  v.  Simon  J.  Stroll,  as  Executor 
of  Oscar  Wielandt  et  al.  (Pending.) 

30.  Countv  Court  —  Kings  County.  Eugene  T.  Trotter 
v.  Mortimer  L.  Hinchman  et  al.  (Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Fann¬ 
ers  Loan  and  Trust  Company  v.  Concetta  Delli 
Paoli,  Ind.,  and  as  Exr.  (Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Farmers 
Loan  and  Trust  Company  v.  Matthew  Morgan, 
Ind.,  and  as  Exr.  (Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Jessie  S. 

Ilenssler  v.  Raslia  Arnold  et  al.  (Pending.) 

3.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  James  Iv. 

Holly,  as  Trustee,  etc.  v.  Rudolph  Yoman  et  al. 
Pending.) 

3.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Louis  Pines  v. 

Timothy  O'Donovan  et  al.  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Elizabeth 
Kcerner  v.  Barney  Saglimbene  et  al.  (Pending.) 
5.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Henry  Limmer, 
etc.  v.  Aloysius  Schneider,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Italian  Sav¬ 
ings  Bank  of  the  City  of  Yew  York  v.  Thomas 
Rosson  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Annie  Mason  v.  Pat- 
rick  Sullivan  et  al.  (Pending.) 

12.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Thomas  Managhan 
v.  Reginald  Hickerson  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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14.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  William  F. 
Ryan  v.  Annie  Marie  Harris  et  al.  (Discon¬ 
tinued  as  against  People.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Smada 

Realty  Company  v.  Annie  Sanders  et  al.  (Pend¬ 
ing.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Mary  J. 

Kingsland  v.  Simon  Hecht  et  al.  (Pending.) 

15.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Alwin  Yon  Auw, 
as  Guardian,  etc.  v.  Charles  Rosiello  et.  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Margaret  Louise 

Fletcher  v.  Agnes  I.  Maillie  et  al.  (Pending.) 

16.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Grace  McLaughlin 

v.  Charles  G.  Reynolds  et  al.  (Pending.) 

18.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  William  S.  Pendle¬ 
ton  v.  Kriner  Realty  Company  et  al.  (Pending.) 
18.  County  Court  —  Queens  County.  Sarah  E.  Thomp¬ 
son  v.  Carmine  Langone  et  al.  (Pending.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Tax  Lien 
Company  of  New  York  v.  Harlem  River  &  Port- 
chester  R.  R.  Co.  et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Philip  Rhine¬ 
lander,  as  Exr.,  etc.  v.  Fanny  Scheideberg,  as  Exr., 
et  al.  (Discontinued.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Elizabeth 

O'Connor  v.  Lena  Raggio  et  al.  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Orange  County.  The  Germania 

Life  Insurance  Company  v.  Otto  Andreae  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Margaret 

Marx  v.  Albert  A.  Hoelzer  et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Gilbert 

Francklyn  v.  Yorthern  Union  Gas  Company  et 
al.  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Charles 

Black  y.  Adam  Rice  et  al.  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  August 

Petrie  v.  Charles  A.  Meixel  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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28.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester 'County.  Estelle  A. 

Barrett  v.  Samuel  B.  Rogers  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  New  Y  ork  County.  The  German 

Savings  Bank  in  the  City  of  New  York  v.  Isadore 
Berger  et  al.  (Pending.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  John  M. 

Bowers,  as  Trustee,  etc.  v.  Jean  Katherine  Dunne 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

31.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Eastcliester 

Savings  Bank  v.  Thomas  B.  Graham  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

1.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Robert  AY. 

Cooper  v.  Jane  M.  Ramsey  et  al.  (Pending.) 

2.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  James  Pirnie,  as 

Trustee,  etc.  v.  Bonaventura  Suriano  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Helen  Seinfel  v. 

Eliza  Elizabeth  Curtis  et  al.  (Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Ilelene  Euld 
v.  William  Lefhowitz  et  al.  (Two  actions)  (Pend- 

ing.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  New  Yrork  County.  The  Ameri¬ 

can  Savings  Bank  v.  Bertha  Kremer  et  al. 

O 

(Pending.) 

6.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Howard  IT.  King 

v.  Agnes  I.  Maillie  et  al.  (Pending.) 

7.  County  Court  — Kings  County.  Julia  M.  Secord 

v.  Charles  Rosiello  et  al.  (Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Adolph  Fin- 

kinberg  v.  Samuel  Lewis  et  al.  (Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  Orange  County.  William  J. 

Murphy  v.  Michael  Donahue,  as  admr.,  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

8.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Richard  M.  Hoe 
and  Tracy  Dows  v.  Mary  A.  Church  et  al.  (Pend- 

ing-) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  City  Real 
Estate  Company  v.  John  Sehrank  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 
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Aug. 


8.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Enos  B.  Yai]  v. 
Ellen  Tudor,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

8.  Countv  Court  —  Kings  County.  Postal  Life  Insur- 

ance  Company  v.  Dorev  Realty  Company  et  al. 
(Xos.  12,  13,  14.)  (Pending.) 

9.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Mary  J.  Bradv  v. 

Emma  J.  Arnheiter  et  al.  (Pending.) 

11.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  Williamsburgh 

Savings  Bank  v.  Frank  E.  Currier  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

12.  County  Court  —  Kings  Countv.  Lina  Koechlein  v. 

Frank  Barbara  et  al.  (Pending.) 

13.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Ernest  X.  Adler 

v.  Anna  R.  Mendelson  et  al.  (Discontinued.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  — Kew  York  County.  David  E. 
Butcher  v.  Worcester  Construction  Co.  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Xewburgh 
Savings  Bank  v.  Jimal  Realty  Company  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  The  Emigrant 
Industrial  Savings  Bank  v.  Rose  K.  Benairn  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Martin  Harnist  v. 
Jeremiah  Ring  et  al.  (Pending.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Esperanto 

Mortgage  Co.  v.  Leslie  Hyde  Pell  et  al.  (Pending.) 

16.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Anne  Bergin 

v.  William  J.  P.  McCrystal  et  al.  (Pending.) 

9.  Supreme  Court  —  Bronx  County.  The  Emigrant  In¬ 
dustrial  Savings  Bank  v.  Martha  D.  Callan  et  al. 
(Discontinued.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Marcelina  L. 

Buckley  v.  Palma  C.  Barba  et  al.  (Pending.) 

18.  Supreme  Court — Xew  York  County.  The  Farmers 
Loan  &  Trust  Company  v.  Loretta  W.  Tannert  et  al. 
(Pending.) 


Report  of  the  Attorney-General. 


QQO 

L-J 


Sept. 


21.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Katherine  Glaess- 
gen  v.  Simon  Levy  et  al.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Charles  L. 
Weiher  v.  William  B.  Reynolds  et  al.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Otsego  County.  Milton  Brown  v. 

Orlando  YanWormer  et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Charles  Thoet  v. 

Camilla  Bayer,  formerly  Powedsky,  et  al.  (Pend- 
mg. ) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  George  I). 
Eighmie  v.  Jessie  H.  Eames,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

22.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Postal  Life  Insur- 
ance  Co.  v.  Dorey  Realty  Co.  et  al.  (Yo.  14.) 
(Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Hugh  Getty, 

Ind.,  etc.  v.  Augusta  L.  McFarlane.  (Pending.) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Ivraslow  Construc¬ 

tion  Company  v.  John  Fitter  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Metropol¬ 

itan  Savings  Bank  v.  Edward  C.  Slieehv  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

29.  Countv  Court  —  Kings  County.  Home  Title  Insur- 

t/  O  c 

ance  Company  of  Yew  York  v.  Kriner  Realty  Com¬ 
pany  et  al.  (Three  actions.)  (Pending.) 

29.  County  Court  —  King’s  'County.  August  E.  Warncke 
et  al.  v.  Kriner  Realty  Company  et  al.  (Pending.) 
29.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Adelaide  R.  Eaves 
v.  Kriner  Realty  Company  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  County  Court — -Kings  County.  Susan  J.  Spence  v. 

Kriner  Realty  Company  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  County  Court  —  Kings  Countv.  Sarah  C.  Patterson 

d  o  u 

v.  Kriner  Realty  Company  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Louis  Space  and 
Lillie  A  pa  eh  v.  Kriner  Realty  Company  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  St.  Lawrence  County.  Amelia  P. 
Smith  v.  Abbie  IT.  Grace  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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Sept.  2.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Thomas  J. 

Connellan  v.  George  L.  Ayers  et  al.  (Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  North  New 
T  ork  Savings  k  Loan  Association  v.  Josephine  K. 
McOwen  et  al.  (Discontinued.) 

4.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Austin  B. 
Iletcher  and  ano.,  as  trustee,  etc.  v.  Louis  Segel- 
holim  et  al.  (Two  actions.)  (Pending.) 

9.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Ella  J.  Doig  v. 

Elizabeth  Pfister,  Ind.,  etc.  (Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Joseph  A.  Burr,  as 
trustee,  etc.  v.  Howard  Bloomgarden  et  al.  (Pend- 

ing- ) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Jules  S.  Baclie 
v.  Belle  II.  Willner,  Ind.  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Mary  E.  George, 
Ind.,  etc.  v.  Mary  J.  Johnson  et  al.  (Pending.) 

13.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Frances  M. 

Willson  v.  Herbert  L.  Reynolds  et  al.  (Pending.) 
13.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Frances  M. 

Willson  v.  Jennie  C.  Scott  et  al.  (Pending.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Daniel  London  v. 
Mary  O'Donnell  et  al.  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Julius  Wol¬ 

ford  v.  Harrison  Morton  Stewart  et  al.  (Pending.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  The  Dry 

Dock  Savings  Institution  v.  Elizabeth  L.  Nicker¬ 
son  et  al.  (Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Gustav  Schu¬ 

macher,  as  executor,  etc.  v.  Christiana  Taubert  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

20.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Elizabeth  S.  Gard¬ 

iner  et  al.  v.  Charles  L.  Reis  et  al.  (Pending.) 

23.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Chauncev  R.  Wat¬ 
son  v.  Mary  Randrup  et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Brooklyn  Trust 
Co.  v.  Michael  Sisto  et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Countv  Court  —  Kings  County.  Frederick  W.  Sher- 
man  v.  Luigi  Bozzicolonna  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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20.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Solomon  A. 

Fatman  v.  Mary  F.  Stanley  et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court — New  York  County.  Samuel  F. 
Mead,  Ind.,  etc.  v.  Gedalia  Rothman  et  al.  (Pend- 
i  ng. ) 

27.  Supreme  Court — Xew  York  County.  Frank  Davin 
et  al.  v.  George  J.  MeCafferty  et  al.  (Pending.) 

IK),  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Pile  Chapin  Home 
for  the  Aged  and  infirm  v.  Herman  Rosenbluth  et 
al.  (Pending.) 

*>().  Countv  Court — Kings  Countv.  Peekskill  Savings 
Bank  v.  Augusta  M.  Price  et  al.  (Pending.) 

2‘>.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Chauncey  R.  Wat¬ 
son  v.  Edith  Tillman  et  al.  (  Pending.) 

1.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  (’ounty.  Samuel  T.  Stew¬ 
art  v.  Clara  Palmer  Kruger  et  al.  (Pending.) 

1.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Patrick  Reilly 
v.  Frances  L.  Van  Mater  et  al.  ( Pending.) 

1.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Michael  Y.  Woods 
v.  Agnes  L  Maillie  et  al.  (Pending.) 
lb  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Harry  G.  Hale  v. 

Henry  Thompson,  as  Exr.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 
f».  Supreme  (’ourt  —  Xew  York  County.  Samuel  Shop- 
iro  v.  Sally  Cohn  et  al.  (Pending.) 

0.  Supreme  Court — Xew  York  County.  Katharine  C. 

Harper  v.  John  I.  Delaney,  Ind.,  etc.  (Pending.) 
7.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Pereival 
Schmuek  v.  William  G.  Southgate,  etc.,  et  al. 
( Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court — Kings  County.  Brooklyn  City 

Savings  &  Loan  Ass’n  v.  Thomas  Moran  et  al. 
( Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court — Kings  County.  William  M.  Gib¬ 

son  v.  Joseph  Gurski  et  al.  (Pending.) 

0.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Julius  M. 

Cohn  et  al.  v.  Emma  Lazarus  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  County  Court  —  Queens  County.  Lavinia  L.  Wil¬ 
liams  v.  Rosa  C.  Solms  et  al.  (Three  actions.) 
(Pending.) 
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Oct.  11.  Supreme  Court  —  X  e\v  York  County.  The  City  of 

Xew  York  v.  Emma  G.  Townshend  et  al.  (Discon¬ 
tinued  as  against  people.) 

1  1 .  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  George  C. 
Engel  v.  Kathie  Kathie  Danzeisen  et  al.  (Pend- 
mg.) 

11.  Supreme  Court — Kings  County.  Louis  Schwarts  v. 

Patrick  J.  Gunn  et  al.  (Pending.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  county.  Westchester 
County  Savings  Bank  v.  Winfield  L.  Worse  as  Exr., 
etc.,  et  al  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Louise  Pryibil  v. 

Henrietta  Bausch,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

17.  Countv  Court  —  Queens  County.  Mary  K.  Brand- 
meier  v.  William  J.  Wolf  et  al.  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Alfred  T.  Leward 
v.  Harry  D.  Wolff  et  al.  (Pending.) 

1  7.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Martha  A. 
Gilbert  v.  Leah  Halley  Eraade  et  al.  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Xassau  County.  Carrie  Gurnett 

v.  Queen  Land  k  Title  Co.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

1 8.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Tsaac  P.  Hubbard 

et  al.  v.  Meyer  Kurlandzik  et  al.  (Pending.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  The  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Company  of  Xew  York  v.  Sarah 
Koffman  et  al.  (Discontinued.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  John  A. 
Stewart  et  al.  as  Trustee  in  Xew  York  of  the 
Liverpool  k  London  k  Globe  Insurance  Co.  v. 
Xicola  Arenella  et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Martha  A.  Day  v. 

Daniel  J.  Carroll  et  al.  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Guaranteed 
Mortgage  Company  of  Xew  York  v.  Mary  Rand- 
rup,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Richmond  County.  Charles  Ord- 
way  v.  Hannon  Land  &  Dock  Co.  et  al.  (Two 
actions.)  (Pending.) 
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Hov. 


24.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Mary  Ebert  v. 

Abraham  Goldinger  et  al.  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Alvin 

Sweeney  v.  Albert  Operti  et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Isabella  Wil¬ 
son  v.  Harry  7,.  Tissot  et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Rosa  Wirth 
v.  Charles  J.  Wirth  et  al.  (Two  actions.)  (Pend- 
ing.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Martha  A. 

Gilbert  v.  Annie  Pfaffman  et  al.  (  Pending.) 

28.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Catskill  Savings 

Bank  v.  Ellen  Clvne  et  al.  (Pending.) 

28.  Supreme  Court — Kings  County.  Pauline  Jung, 
also  known  as  Pauline  Young  v.  Stephen  S. 
Yoorhis  et  al.  (Jending.) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Ottilie  Moser  et  al. 

v.  Ferdinando  Russo  et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Ferdinand  Traut- 

wein,  Jr.  v.  Elsie  Helmken  et  al.  (Pending.) 

30.  County  (Yurt  —  Kings  County.  Ernest  Arnold  v. 

Edward  S.  McYey  et  al.  (Pending.) 

31.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Jerome  J.ott  v. 

Kriner  Realty  Company  et  al.  (Pending.) 

1.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Samuel  Gold- 
sticker  v.  Lutitia  Lusk  McGreery  Gaskill  et  al. 

t j 

(Pending.) 

1.  Supreme  Court — New  York  County.  Lawyers 

Mortgage  Company  v.  James  E.  Hayes  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Moe  A. 

Isaacs  et  al.  v.  Frances  Mendham  et  al.  (Pending.) 
8.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  A.  Gertrude 
Cutter  v.  Edward  T.  Rosenheimer  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Louis  Weill  et  al. 
v.  Mary  Mulqueen  et  al.  (Pending.) 


12. 
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13. 

1 3. 

14. 

14. 

15. 
15. 


15 


o. 


18. 

18. 


18. 


19. 

19. 

21. 

21. 
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County  Court  —  Kings  County.  John  11.  Ireland  et 
ano.  v.  Benjamin  Van  Houten  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Saratoga  County.  Lewis  H.  Bes. 
v.  Fhe  People  of  the  State  of  Hew  York  et  al. 
( Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Excelsior 
Savings  Bank  of  the  City  of  New  York  v.  Theresa 
Proops  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Mary  J. 
Mullis  v.  Westchester  Avenue  Realty  Co.  et  ah 
(Pending.) 

Countv  Court — Ivinas  Countv.  Realty  Association 
v.  Lizzie  livers,  huh,  etc.  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  The  Yonkers 
Savings  Bank  v.  Edward  M.  Oakley  et  al.  (  Pend- 


ing-) 

Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Katliarina 
Faist  v.  Walter  J.  Dean  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court — H ew  York  County.  Title  Guar¬ 
antee  k  Trust;  Company  as  trustee  v.  Hotel  Rector 
Company  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  David  Engel  v. 
Fred  M.  Withers  et  ah  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Harlem  Sav¬ 
ings  Bank  v.  Augusta  Dillman  et  ah  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Frances  Kadans 

■  v.  Abraham  Silverman  et  ah  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court —  Hew  York  County.  Martin  J. 
Dattelbaum  v.  Vincent  Donaguer  et  ah  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Richmond  County.  Land  &  Lien 
Company  v.  Jacob  Erlmeier  et  ah  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  The  Trustees 
of  the  Northern  Dispensary  of  the  City  of  Hew 
York  v.  Mary  Randrup  et  ah  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Daniel  London  v 
Lucio  Giossiffi  et  ah  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Charles  G. 
Moller  et  ah,  etc.  v.  Harrison  B.  Arnold  et  al. 


(Pending.) 
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22.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Hermine 
Ilinze  v.  Mendel  Altennan  et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Isabella  D.  Fow- 
ler  v.  Louis  Cohen  et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Vassal*  College  v. 

Louis  Cohen  et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  County  Court — Kings  County.  Postal  Life  Insur- 
ance  Company  v.  Dorey  Realty  Company  et  al., 

t 

(Action  No.  15.)  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court — New  York  County.  City  Real 
Estate  Company  v.  John  Schrank  et  al.  (Pend¬ 
ing.) 

25.  Supreme*  Court  —  Queens  County.  Morris  Smolian- 
sky  v.  Terrence  Doyle  et  al.  (Two  actions.)  (Pend¬ 
ing.) 

25.  Supreme  Court —  Kings  County.  Lawrence  J.  A  Tor- 
ton  v.  Catharine  Lawrence  et  al.  (Pending.) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  Ontario  County.  Alice  D.  Seward 

and  Caroline  S.  Endicott  v.  Clarence  E.  Waring 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Arthur  Holland  v. 

Johanna  Anderson.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Arthur  Holland  v. 

John  Francis  Hawkins.  (Pending.) 

28.  Supreme  Court — Erie  County.  John  G.  Wallen- 
ineier,  Jr.  v.  Charles  Olin  Zimmerman  as  Exr.,  etc., 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

2.  County  Court — Queens  County.  Margaret  1>.  Rich¬ 
ardson  v.  Harry  Buggcln  et  al.  (Pending.) 

J.  County  Court —  Kings  County.  Lucia  W.  Huxford 
v.  A I  adel  i ne  Pettel  1  i .  (  Pending. ) 

5.  Countv  Court —  Kings  County.  Mary  Ilowlcy  v. 

Stephen  J.  Maloney  ct  al.  (Pending.) 

•>.  Supreme  Court — New  York  County.  Harriet  B. 

Morse  et  al.  v.  Anna  I.  Koran  et  al.  (Pending.) 
1.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Mary  II. 
Wood  v.  David  Levine  et  al.  (Pending.) 


230 
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J.  Supreme  Court — New  York  City.  Frederic  DeP. 
Foster  et  al.  v.  Samuel  Weis  et  al.  (Two  actions.) 

(  Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Rachel  Maria 
Pendelton  v.  Frandel  Realty  Company  et  al. 
( Pending. ) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Sidney  P. 

Hickox  v.  Francesco  Cerboni  et  al.  (Pending.) 

6.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Emma  S.  Poppe 

et  al.,  as  Exrs.,  etc.  v.  Jane  Clark,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

9.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Peopled 
Trust  Company  as  Successor,  Trustee,  etc.  v.  Mary 
iStavenhagen  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  John  W. 
Daly  et  al,  as  Trustee  v.  Reese  Carpenter,  Ind.,  etc., 
et  al.  (Two  actions.)  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Company  of  Yew  York  v.  Clara 
Bloomingdale  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Bernard  Jaffe  v. 

Augustus  F.  Gardner  et  al.  (Pending.) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Lizzie  Van 
Boskerck  v.  Abraham  Gabriel  et  al.  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Sarah  Ella 
Furnald  v.  Joseph  J.  O’Donohue,  Jr.,  as  Exr.,  etc., 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

17.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Julia  Hamburger  v. 
Henrietta  Lehman,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

19.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Adolphus  J.  Outer- 

bridge  v.  Meisel  Realty  Company  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Edward  C. 

Schaefer  et  al.,  as  Trustee,  etc.  v.  “  Edward  " 
Sharum  et  al.  (Pending.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Underhill 
Park  v.  Rosa  Marasco  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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27.  Supreme  Court — Yew  York  County.  United  States 
Trust  Company  of  Yew  York  v.  George  W.  Ruddell 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

27.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Bond  and  Mortgage 
Guarantee  Company  v.  Fields  S.  Pendleton  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

29.  County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Second  United 
Cities  Realty  Corporation  v.  Beatrice  Harbo  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Frederic 
DeP.  Foster  et  al.  v.  Abbie  S.  Ward  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

29.  County  Court  —  Queens  County.  Maria  M.  Merz  v. 

George  J.  O’Brien,  Ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 
80.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Virginia  S. 
Mackav-Smith  v.  Robert  Smolka  et  al.  (Pending.) 


PARTITION  PROCEEDINGS  PENDING  DURING  THE 

YEAR  1913. 

Jan.  2.  Supreme  Court  —  Fulton  County.  Edward  Shiel  v. 

Frank  Sliiel  et  al.  (Pending.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  Annie  Gallagher 
v.  Elizabeth  Gallagher,  Ind.,  etc.  (  Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Marie  R. 
Monypeny  v.  Brunson  v.  Monypeny  et  al.  (  Bend¬ 
ing.) 

6.  Supreme  Court —  Erie  County.  Frank  1).  Smith  v. 
Gansevoort  Wood  et  al.  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  James  T.  B. 
Ryan  v.  Francis  J.  Ryan  et  al.  (Judgment  for 
plaintiff.) 

18.  Supreme  Court —  Yew  York  County.  Margaret  If. 
Hurlbut  et  al.  v.  Lida  K.  Stelle  et  al.  (Pending.) 
Feb.  (j.  Supreme  Court  —  Y assau  County.  Charles  T.  Mc¬ 
Carthy  v.  Julia  Miller  et  al.  (Pending.) 

<>.  Supreme  Court  —  Jefferson  County.  Francis  O’Reily 
v.  Philip  O’Reily  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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M  arch 


7.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Arthur  Otten 
v.  Alma  C.  L.  Otten  et  al.  (Pending.) 

1  7>.  Supreme  Court  —  Monroe  County.  Emil  Vetter  v. 

Oscar  Vetter  et  al.  (Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Charles  A.  Miller 
et  ano.  v.  Jennie  C.  La  Sauce  et  al.  (Pending.) 

3.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Jefferson  M.  Levy 

v.  William  H.  Ely  et  al.  (Pending.) 

4.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  John  J.  Cana- 

van  et  ano.  v.  Ellen  Canavan,  etc.,  et  al.  (Pend¬ 
ing.) 

7>.  Supreme  Court  — Xew  York  County-  Anna  D. 
Atterbury  et.  ano.  v.  Hilah  Anna  Davis  et  al.  (Pend- 


April 


ing. ) 


t . 


11. 

21. 


24. 

26. 


9 


9 


Supreme  Court  —  St.  Lawrence  County.  William 
Shaw  v.  Horace  Shaw  et  al.  (Discontinued.) 
Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Helen  M.  Coombs 
v.  Joseph  Howard  Gray  et  al.  (Pending.) 
Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Mary  Ryder  et 
al.  v.  Meta  A.  Kennedy  etc.,  et  al.  (Pending.) 
Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Caroline  De- 
Motte  Briggs  v.  George  Fanvel  Gourand  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  St  Lawrence  County.  Edgar  D. 
Waterman  v.  Joseph  MeXaughton  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Henry  F. 

Brady  v.  Thomas  G.  Millard  et  al.  (  Pending. ) 
County  Court  —  Kings  Countv.  Harrv  E.  Bailev 
v.  Frank  A.  Ernst  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  William  F.  Wal¬ 
dron  etc.,  v.  Catharine  Sullivan  et  al.  (Two  actions.) 
(Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Clara  Doscher  v. 

Dietrich  W.  Ivaatze  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Emma  P.  Stott  v. 
Louise  G.  Swain  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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June 


July 


8. 

9. 

14. 

29. 

11. 

12. 

23. 


Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  The  Mount 
Vernon  Trust  Company  v.  Ellen  Fitzgerald  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

County  Court  —  Kings  County.  Michael  J.  Bellew 
v.  Mary  A.  Carroll  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Morris  Goldberg 
y.  Schuyler  Miller  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Mary  Coogan 
y.  Mary  Quinn  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  Christopher 
Davison  v.  Annie  Davison  (or  Davidson)  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

Supreme  Court — -Kings  County.  Sylvester  G.  Nash 
v.  Thomas  Xash  et  al.  (  Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Richmond  County.  Sarah  M. 
Schmidt  v.  Lucy  Cooley  et  al.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Leopold  Ott- 
enger  et  al.  v.  Samuel  Rhonheimer  et  al.  (Pend- 


ing. ) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Isabel  Steele 
v.  Julia  Elizabeth  Keller  et  al.  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Eulton  County.  Sidney  S.  Led¬ 
ford  et  al.  v.  Edward  McMartin  et  al.  (Pending.  ) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  John  J.  Cal¬ 
lahan  v.  James  A.  Cassidy  et  al.  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Harry  L. 
Ilinman  v.  Josepha  Hinman  et  al.  (Pending.) 

1.  Supreme  .Court  —  Westchester  County.  Cornelius  P. 
McLaughlin  v.  Mary  Ann  McLean  et  al.  (Pend- 
ing. ) 


7.  Supreme  Court — Kings  County.  Lawyers  Realty 
Company  v.  George  E.  Parmelee  et  al.  (  Pend- 

ing.) 

9.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Emanuel  S. 
Heller  et  al.  v.  Meyer  A.  Bernheimer  et  al. 
(Pending.) 
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Oct. 
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Dec. 


11.  Supreme  Court  —  Livingston  County.  Annie  Gorm- 
ley  v.  Ellen  O'Leary  et  al.  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Charles  J. 
Toner  v.  Thomas  F.  Toner.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court.  Yew  York  County.  Benjamin  M. 

Loutrel  v.  Charlotte  Antoinette  Yan  Benschoten 
et  al.  (Pending.) 

1.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Pauline 
Poliak  v.  Kyran  F.  Brennan  et  al.  (Discontinued 
as  against  people.') 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Mary 

Mitchell  v.  Johanna  Llogan  et  al.  (Pending.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  David  Henry 
Haight  et  al.  v.  Edward  Clarence  Haight  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  Laura  Van 
Zandt  Owens  v.  William  Wynant  Yan  Zandt  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

9.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Eliza  Hart 
et  al.  v.  Emma  C.  Gibson  et  al.  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Laura 

Estelle  Reinhart  v.  Michael  Shea  et  al.  ( Pend- 
ing.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  John  T.  Canavan 
et  al.  v.  Clara  Canavan  et  al.  (Pending.) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Patrick 

Joseph  Kinnearv  v.  Anna  T.  Kinneary  et  al. 
(Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Dutchess  County.  Charles  Sahre 
et  al.  v.  Edgar  Heustis  et  al.  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Catherine  Leon¬ 
ard  et  al.  v.  Maria  B.  Menendez  et  al.  (Pending.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Agnes  Somerville 

v.  Josephine  A.  Schuller  et  al.  (Pending.) 
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APPLICATIONS  FOR  AUTHORITY  TO  AMEND  CER¬ 
TIFICATES  OF  INCORPORATION  OR  FOR  CHANGE 
OF  NAME. 


1913. 


Jan.  22. 

25. 
24. 
3 1 . 

Feb.  3. 
4. 
4. 
20. 

March  7. 
14. 
21. 

29. 

29. 


*) 


9. 

31. 


Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Eckhotf  Automo¬ 
bile  Company.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  H.  1.  K. 
Beardsley,  Inc.  (Amend  certificate.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  II.  Hirtler  A 
Brother.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Edmund 

Church  Company.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Renault 
Frerrs  Selling  Branch.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  St.  Lawrence  County.  The  Edgar 
A.  Newell  Company.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Paramount 
Knitting  Co.,  Inc.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Ballard  & 
Aloord.  (Change  name). 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Technical 

League  Corporation.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Shaw  Steam 
Laundry  Company.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Congragation 
Ohav  Sholem  Anshe  Bukaczowce.  (Amend  certifi¬ 
cate.) 

Supi  •erne  Court  —  New  York  County.  Herringbone 
Metal  Lath  Company.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  General  Insulate 
and  Machine  Company.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  John  Darling 
&  Company,  Inc.  (  Amend  certificate. ) 

Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  Leversee  &  Sny¬ 
der  Mfg.  Co.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  The  Hayes 
Company.  (Amend  certificate.) 
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X 
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S. 


20. 

22. 


99 


Supreme  Court  —  Dutchess  'County.  Schrader  Hat 
Company.  (Amend  certificate.) 

Supreme  Court. —  Yew  York  County.  Manhattan 
Working  Girls  Society.  (Change  name.) 

erne  Court  —  Yew  York  Countv.  Finrock  Iron 

V 

Works.  (Amend  certificate.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  The  X  ew 
York  Magdalen  Benevolent  Society.  (Change 
name. ) 

Supreme  Court  — Yew  York  County.  Paul  Lacroix 
Automobile  Company.  (Change  name.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Sellitfo  Con¬ 
struction  Company.  (Amend  certificate.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Interborough 
Manufacturing  Company.  (Amend  certificate.) 
Supreme  Court — Yew  York  County.  Automobile 
Chamber  of  Commerce.  (Change  of  name.) 
Supreme  Court — Yew  York  County.  Eande,  Inc. 
(Change  of  name.) 


MISCELLANEOUS  ACTIONS  AND  PROCEEDINGS 
BROUGHT  DURING  THE  YEAR  1913. 


dan. 


fi.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Cheever  Y. 
Ely,  as  Executor,  v.  William  II.  Megie  et  al. 
(Action  to  determine  validity  of  legacies  to  Seventh 
Presbyterian  Church.)  (Pending.) 

6.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Robert  H. 

Macnee  v.  The  Yew  York  Commission  Company 
et  al.  (Action  for  appointment  of  receiver.) 
(Pending.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Frank  R.  Tor- 

rey,  as  Executor,  etc.,  v.  Elbert  IT.  Day,  et  al. 
(Construction  of  will.)  (Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Charles  Iv.  Ernst 

et  al.  v.  William  Ilellriegel  et  al.  (Action  to 
register  title  to  real  property.)  (Judgment  for 
plaintiff.) 


J  an. 
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2.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  The  People 
of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  David  Klarer  and 
National  Surety  Co.  (Penalty  on  bond.)  (Pend¬ 
ing.) 

13.  Countv  Court — Monroe  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  for  the  appointment  of  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  person  and  property  of  Nellie  M  Put¬ 
nam,  an  alleged  incompetent.  (Committee  ap¬ 
pointed.  ) 

15.  Supreme  (Yurt  —  Erie  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Application  by  the  People  of  the  State  of  New 
York  by  William  T.  Emmet,  as  Superintendent  of 
Insurance,  for  an  order  to  take  possession  of  the 
property  and  conduct  the  business  of  The  Pro¬ 
tective  Life  Assurance  Society,  under  section  63  of 
the  Insurance  Law.  (Order  of  dissolution  granted.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  John  A.  Lathrop  v. 

Frederick  M.  Lathrop.  (Pavment  of  money  out 
of  State  Treasurv.)  (Petition  granted.) 

16.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Application  of  Mechanics  Bank  of  Brooklyn 
for  a  peremptory  writ  of  mandamus  directed  to  the 
register  of  the  county  of  Kings  commanding  him  to 
record  a  certain  deed.  (Writ  granted.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Borough  Bank  of  Brooklvn.  ( In  the  Matter  of 
the  Petition  of  the  E.  S.  Fidelity  &  Guarantv  Co.  to 
have  a  claim  heretofore  tiled  with  Deputy  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Banks  amended  nunc  pro  tunc  and  de¬ 
clared  a  preferred  claim.)  (Petition  granted.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Samuel  Ers- 

liowsky  v.  Stuyvesant  F.  Morris  et  al.  (Register 
t i tie  to  property. )  (Pending. ) 

25.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  The  People  of  the 

State  of  New  York  v.  Zi  vena,  a  membership  cor¬ 
poration.  (Action  to  vacate  charter  and  annul 
exi  stence. )  (  Pending. ) 
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25.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  Yew  York  v.  Daniel  E.  Sickles. 
(Action  for  misappropriation  of  funds  of  Yew  York 
Monuments  Commission.)  (Judgment  for  plain¬ 
tiff;  execution  returned  unsatisfied.) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  The  German 

American  Brewing  Company  v.  Brothers  and 
Sisters  of  John  Mayorkirth,  etc.,  et  al.  (Register 
title  to  real  property.)  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Charles  Y. 

Henkel  v.  Universal  Film  Mfg.  Co.  et  al.  (In¬ 
junction.)  (Pending.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  Rensselaer  County.  In  the  Matter 

of  the  Application  of  Thomas  M.  A.  Burke,  Bishop 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Diocese  of  Albany  et  al.,  etc. 

C J  ' 

(For  permission  to  pay  over  certain  trust  funds  to 
the  Troy  Hospital.)  (Application  granted.) 

31).  Supreme  Court - .  In  the  Matter  of  the 

Application  of  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company 
and  another  to  strike  from  the  files  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Insurance  an  alleged  certificate  of  nomi¬ 
nation  on  behalf  of  one  Sol  Rosenblatt  of  Chicago, 
etc.  (Motion  granted.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  James  F.  Duhamel,  as  Chair¬ 
man,  etc.,  for  an  order  pursuant  to  section  437  of 
the  Election  Law,  etc*.  (Application  granted.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Harriet  L.  Bedell 
et  al.  v.  William  F.  Bedell  et  al.  (Payment  of 
money  from  State  Treasurer.)  (Petition  granted.) 
<».  Circuit  Court  of  Baltimore  Citv.  Thomas  II.  Bowles 

et  al.  v.  United  Surety  Co.  et  al.  ( Claim  under 

♦ 

bond. )  (  Pending. ) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Charles  F.  Mc¬ 
Dermott  et  al.  v.  People  of  the  State  of  Yew  York 
et  al.  (Register  title  to  real  property.)  (Pend- 
ing.) 


Feb. 


March 
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15.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Laurence  D.  Rum- 
sev  et  al.,  etc.,  v.  People  of  tlie  State  of  Xew  York, 
City  of  Buffalo  et  al.  (Register  title  to  real  prop¬ 
erty.  )  (Three  actions.)  (Judgment  for  plain¬ 
tiffs.) 

I  s.  Supreme  Court  —  Schenectady  County.  In  the  Mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Administration  of  John  Alvey,  Deceased. 


18. 


•)  •) 


0  9 


28. 


Q 

o. 


4. 


(Pavment  of  monevs  out  of  State  Treasury.) 
( Pending. ) 

Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  Charles  C.  Wing 
and  Elizabeth  D.  Wing  v.  Albert  M.  Shutts  et  al. 
(  Lien  —  Road  849  — Altamont. )  ( Discontinued.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Cayuga  County.  People  of  the 
States  of  Xew  York  ex  rel.  Thomas  F.  Woods  v. 
Patrick  II.  Flynn.  (To  test  title  to  office  of  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Elections.)  (Judgment  for  plaintiff.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Cawin  Le- 
grand  Washburn,  as  Administrator,  etc.,  v.  Warren 
F.  Washburn  et  al.  (Construction  of  will.) 
(Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Clara  F.  Dun¬ 
ning,  as  Executrix,  v.  Jane  W.  Hamilton  et  al. 
(Settlement  of  account  of  executrix.)  (Discon¬ 
tinued  as  against  Comptroller.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Oswego  County.  Otis  Sons  En¬ 
gineering  Company  v.  Wills  Marvin  Company, 
et  al.  (Lien  —  Oswego  Xormal  School.)  (Dis¬ 
continued.  ) 

Supreme  Court — Erie  County.  James  T.  Smith  v. 
James  Smith,  Jr.,  et  al.  (Payment  of  moneys  from 
St  a  te  t  reasu ry . )  ( P  en  d ing. ) 

Supreme  Court  —  Dutchess  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  application  of  Harry  K.  Thaw,  for  his  dis- 
charge.  ( Withdrawn.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Broome  County.  People  ex  rel. 


County.  (Mandamus  —  payment  for  services.) 
(Motion  for  payment  denied.  ) 


o 
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7.  Supreme  Court  —  Monroe  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
Michael  Stivaletta,  an  insane  person.  (Appoint¬ 
ment  of  committee.)  (Committee  appointed.) 

S.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  Frank  May- 
nard  v.  Theodore  C.  Hailes,  Jr.,  et  al.  (Lien  — 
Road  contract  802.)  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court — Dutchess  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  Harrv  K.  Thaw,  an  inmate  of  the  State  Hos- 
pital  at  Matteawan,  Dutchess  County,  FT.  V.  (Ac¬ 
tion  for  permission  to  consult  with  counsel  and 
mother  in  private.)  (Permission  denied.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  People  of  the 
State  of  Hew  York  v.  Clyde  Steamship  Company 
and  Columbia-Knickerbocker  Trust  Company. 
(Collection  of  mortgage  tax.)  (Pending.) 

1  .*».  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Petition  of  Salem  Benjamin,  et  al.,  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  Henry  Jason,  a  lunatic,  to  dispose  of 
real  property.  (Payment  of  money  from  State 
Treasury.)  (Petition  denied.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Louis  Brick 
v.  American  Letter  Company,  et  al.  (Receiver¬ 
ship.)  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  In  the  Matter 

of  the  Application  of  Alfred  J.  Bartels.  (For 
forfeiture  of  undertaking  for  appearance  of  Cor¬ 
nelius  J.  Smallen  and  refund  of  money  by  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  City  of  Hew  York.)  (Application 
granted. ) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  People  of  the 

State  of  Hew  York  v.  Mrs.  Sidney  Wood,  et  al. 
(Action  to  recover  possession  of  property.)  (Pend¬ 
ing-) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  James  Wil¬ 
liams  v.  Sylvanus  Post,  et  al.  (Payment  of  money 
from  State  Treasury.)  ( Proceeding  dismissed.) 
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Supreme  Court  —  Cattaraugus  County.  Sarah  E. 
Gold  v.  Ella  A.  Davis,  et  al.  (Payment  of  moneys 
from  State  Treasury.)  (Proceeding  dismissed. ) 

Supreme  Court — Kings  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  Ruth  Gilbert  for  moneys  de¬ 
posited  in  State  Treasury.  (Payment  of  moneys 
from  State  Treasury.)  (Application  granted.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  In  the  Mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Application  of  Julia  E.  Brinkerlioff  to 
perpetuate  testimony.  (Action  to  perpetuate  testi¬ 
mony. )  (Pending.) 

I  n i ted  States  Circuit  Court,  Eastern  District  of  New 
York.  Marie  Heller,  et  al.  v.  Charles  E.  Teale, 
et  al.  (  Bill  of  revivor  and  supplement.)  (Pend¬ 
ing.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Title  Guarantee  &  Trust  Company  v.  Max  S. 
Grifenhagen,  as  Register  of  the  County  of  New 
York.  (Mandamus  to  compel  the  recording  of  a 
certain  mortgage.)  (Two  actions.)  (Writs 


granted. ) 

Supreme  Court — Dutchess  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Morris  Kuttler  v.  Roy  L.  Leak,  as  Superintendent 
of  Matteawan  State  Hospital.  (Habeas  Corpus.) 
(Relator  discharged  in  custody  of  New  York 
County  sheriff.) 

Supreme  Court —  Erie  County.  Frank  1.  Dorr,  et  al. 
v.  Matthew  Spencer,  et  al.  (  Register  title  to  real 
property.)  (Judgment  for  plaintiff.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  Cliauncey  S. 
Horton,  et  al.  v.  Thomas  McNally  Company.) 
(Order  granted  directing  receiver  to  pay  plaintiff.) 
Supreme  (Yurt  —  Monroe  County.  People  ex  rel. 
George  J.  Bauer  v.  Thomas  A.  Smyth,  et  al.  (To 
test  title  to  office  of  director  of  Richmond  Land 
(  Y>.  )  (  J  udgment  for  pla intiff.  ) 
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April  3.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  George  D. 

Sherman  v.  Richard  F.  Carmen,  et  el.  (Register 
title  to  real  property.)  (Pending.) 

4.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Albert  V.  B.  Voor- 
hees,  dr.,  et  al.  v.  Mary  Kouwenhoven  Van  Sieklen, 
et  al.  (Register  title  to  real  property.)  (Pend- 
ing. ) 

9.  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  Francis  R.  Wicks,  et  al.  for  the 
sale  of  real  estate.  (  Payment  of  money  out  of 
court.)  (Order  for  payment  granted.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  New  AMrk  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  the  People  by  William  T. 
Emmet,  as  Superintendent  of  Insurance  for  an 
order  to  take  possession  of  the  property  and  con¬ 
serve  the  assets  of  the  American  Union  Fire  Insur¬ 
ance  Company.  (Application  granted.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Frederich  Hom- 

merjohann,  et  al.  v.  Mary  Strohmenger,  et  al. 
( Receivership. )  ( Pending. ) 

16.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Frederick  Chris¬ 

tiansen,  et  al.  v.  Charles  Buehler,  et  al.  (Register 
title  to  real  property.)  (Judgment  for  plaintiff.) 

16.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Richard  S.  Steves  v.  Edmund  O’Connor,  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Records  for  Kings  County  and  Edward 
A.  McEvoy.  (Mandamus  to  compel  reinstatement 
of  relator  to  position  of  chief  clerk.)  (Writ  granted 
and  relator  reinstated.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Dutchess  County.  The  City  of 

Poughkeepsie  v.  The  DeLaval  Separator  Company 
and  the  People  of  the  State  of  New  AMrk.  (In¬ 
junction  to  restrain  encroachment  on  highway.) 
(Discontinued.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Orange  County.  People  ex  rel. 

Ella  M.  Drake  v.  Dr.  E.  A.  Nevin,  Superintendent 
of  New  York  Custodial  Asvlum  for  Feeblef\ Ended 
Women.  (Habeas  corpus.)  (  Writ  sustained.  Or- 
der  made  discharging  incompetent.) 
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April 


May 

1/ 


IT.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  People  v.  Al¬ 
fredo  J.  Faccioli  &  Co.  (Dissolution.)  (Discon¬ 
tinued  because  corporation  dissolved  itself.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  ISTew  York  County.  In  the  Matter 

of  Textile  Sales  Corporation.  (Discontinued.) 

23.  Supreme  Court  —  Onondaga  County.  People  ex  rel. 

Francis  L.  Werth  v.  William  P.  Kanar.  (Quo 
warranto  —  to  test  title  to  office  of  president  of 
village  of  Solvay.)  (Complaint  dismissed.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  —  Montgomery  County.  People  ex 
rel.  Isaiah  Perkins  v.  Alfred  Pelcher.  (To  test 
title  to  office  of  Supervisor  of  Pleasant  Yalley. ) 
(Pending  in  Court  of  Appeals.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  People  ex  rel. 
K.  Y.,  B.  &  M.  B.  R.  R.  Co.  and  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  v.  William  A.  Prendergast,  et  al. 
(Mandamus,  section  3  of  Labor  Law.)  (Writ 
granted.) 

2.  Countv  Court  —  Erie  County.  Agnes  King  v.  Ronald 
McDougall,  et  al.  (Payment  of  moneys  from  State 
treasury.  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  People  v.  Gersham 
Smith.  (To  recover  moneys  retained  from  office  of 
County  Clerk.)  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Marie  Far¬ 
rington,  et  al.  v.  Louis  Gordon,  People  of  the  State 
of  Kew  York,  et  al.  (To  register  title  to  real 
property.)  (Judgment  for  plaintiff.) 

5.  Supreme  Court —  Saratoga  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  the  Town  of  Saratoga.  (For 
order  requiring  rebuilding  and  repairing  of  a  joint 
bridge  across  the  Hudson  known  as  Schuylerville 
bridge. )  ( Pending. ) 

13.  Supreme  Court  —  Ontario  County.  Sarah  A.  Buell 
v.  Anson  L.  Gardner,  et  al.  (Construction  of  Will.) 
(Pending.) 
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22.  Supreme  ( 'ourt  —  Kings  County.  In  the  matter  of  the 
Application  of  William  II.  Miller.  (To  perpetuate 
testimony.)  (People  stricken  from  case  as  party 
defendant.) 

27.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County,  hi  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  Albert  Jarmulowsky,  et  al. 
{  Return  of  securities.)  (Application  granted.) 

2ik  Supreme  Court — Xew  York  County.  Simon  Fox, 
et  al.  v.  Betsey  Becker,  et  al.  (Payment  of  moneys 
out  of  State  Treasury.)  -  (Petition  denied.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Cayuga  County.  Irving  W.  Smith 
and  George  C.  Pearson  v.  People  of  the  State  of 
Xew  York,  et  al.  (Lien  —  Barge  Canal  Contract 
22.)  (Discontinued.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  People  ex  rel. 
F itle  Guarantee  &  Trust  Company  v.  Leonard 
Ruoff,  as  Clerk  of  the  County  of  Queens.  (Man¬ 
damus  directing  the  filing  of  the  satisfaction  of  a 
certain  mortgage.)  (Pending  in  Appellate  Divi¬ 
sion.  ) 

33.  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk)  County.  People  v.  William 
II.  Sherman,  et  al.  (Ejectment.)  (Pending.) 

X  Supreme  Court  —  Oneida  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Petition  of  Margaretha  Jane  Sather.  (Pay¬ 
ment  of  moneys  from  State  Treasury.)  (Pending.) 

0.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  J.  L.  Kesner  Co.  (For  can¬ 
cellation  of  bond.)  (Application  granted.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Louisa  Baecher  v. 
Jason  R.  Church,  et  al.  (Register  title  to  real 
property.)  (Judgment  for  plaintiff.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Amelia  M.  Stephen 

v.  Frederick  Schlesinger,  et  al.  (Register  title  to 
real  property.)  (  Pending.) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Petition  of  Bridget  Chin,  et  al.  (Payment  of 
monevs  from  State  Treasure. )  (  Pending.) 
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June 


July 


](>.  County  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Sale  of  Real  Estate  of  Eliza  H.  Raynor,  et  ah, 
infants.  (Payment  of  moneys  out  of  State  Treas¬ 
ury.  )  ( ( )rder  granted. ) 

20.  Supreme  Court  - — Kings  County.  John  Woolley,  ind. 

ete.  v.  Sarah  E.  Stewart,  et  al.  (To  compel  per¬ 
formance  of  agreement.)  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  In  the  Matter 

of  the  Application  of  Samuel  Kohan.  (Cancelation 
of  bond.)  (Application  granted.) 

23.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  Charles  B.  Foster 
v.  Wheeling  Mold  &  Foundry  Co.,  et  al.  (Lien  — 
lift  bridge  over  Erie  Canal  at  Syracuse.)  (Judg¬ 
ment  for  plaintiff.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  The  People 
of  the  State  of  New  YYrk  v.  Home  Safeguard,  Inc. 
(Annul  corporate  existence.)  (Judgment  for  plain¬ 
tiff.) 

27.  Supreme  Court — Suffolk  County.  Atlantic  Beach 
Realty  Co.,  Inc.  v.  Washington  F.  Norton,  The 
People  of  the  State  of  New  York,  et  al.  (Pending.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  Greene  County.  Henry  G.  Mil¬ 
lington  v.  Harry  M.  Kaiser.  (Action  to  collect 
salary  as  guard  at  Clinton  Prison.)  (Settled.) 

2.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Daniel  S.  Jones 
v.  The  State  of  New  York,  the  City  of  New  York 
and  The  Long  Island  Railroad  Company.  (Injunc¬ 
tion  to*  restrain  the  Long  Island  R.  R.  Co.  from  run¬ 
ning  its  cars  upon  elevated  structure.)  (Demurrer 
of  People  sustained.) 

5.  Supreme  Court — New  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Petition  of  the  New  York  Magdalen  Benevo¬ 
lent  Society  for  an  extension  of  its  corporate  pur¬ 
poses.  (Extension  of  corporate  existence.)  (  Pend¬ 
ing.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Theodore  J. 
Mitchell,  etc.,  v.  William  H.  Bogart,  et  al.  (Re¬ 
ceivership.)  (Pending.) 
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7.  Supreme  Court  —  Genesee  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  R.  T.  Ford  Company, 
a  domestic  corporation  v.  F.  Park  Lewis,  et  al.  con¬ 
stituting  the  Board  of  Managers  of  the  N.  Y.  State 
School  for  the  Blind  at  Batavia,  N.  Y.  (Mandamus 
to  compel  payment  of  money  on  contract.)  (Pend- 
ing. ) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  New  York  v.  Albert  A.  Wray,  Sarah 
J.  Ramsay,  et  al.  (Action  to  compel  defendant  to 
deliver  bill  of  sale  of  quarantine  boat  “  Governor 
Flower".)  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Paul  C. 

Schnitzler,  Ind.,  and  as  Executor  v.  William  Dist- 
ler,  et  al.  (Construction  of  Will.)  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  New  YTork  County.  In  the  Matter 

of  the  Application  of  Jennie  Currier  and  Mabel  L. 
Pressinger  as  executors  for  an  order  directing  the 
Treasurer  of  the  State  of  New  York  to  pay  over 
monevs.  Payment  of  monevs  from  State  Treas- 

*  «y  c/ 

ury.)  (Application  granted.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Newman 

Cowen  and  Max  Danziger  v.  Bella  Hoffstadt,  et  al. 
(Payment  of  moneys  from  State  Treasury.)  (Ap¬ 
plication  granted.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  Edwin  A.  Bradley,  Ind.,  etc. 
for  an  order  directing  the  Treasurer  of  the  State 
of  New  York  to  pay  over  certain  moneys.  (Pay¬ 
ment  of  moneys  from  State  Treasury.)  (Applica¬ 
tion  granted.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  The  Bradley-Courier  Com¬ 
pany  for  an  order  directing  the  Treasurer  of  the 
State  of  New  York  to  pay  over  certain  moneys. 
(Payment  of  moneys  from  State  Treasury.)  (Ap¬ 
plication  granted.) 
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12.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Dolarway  Pav¬ 
ing  Company  v.  G.  Edward  Laing,  et  al.  (Lien  - 
Highway,  Schuylerville. )  (Pending.) 

BY  Supreme  Court —  Kings  County.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  Henry  Newman  v.  Ed- 
ward  T.  O’Loughlin,  Register  of  Kings  County. 
(Mandamus  to  compel  register  to  record  a  certain 
mortgage.)  (Writ  granted.) 

16.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  The  People  of 

the  State  of  Yew  York  v.  Manhattan  Mutual 
Realty  Company.  (Annulment  of  existence  of 
corporation. )  (  Pending. ) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  John  11. 

Campbell  v.  Mary  Esch,  et  al.  (Register  title  to 
real  property.)  (Pending.) 

21.  Supreme  Court  —  Y assau  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  charges  filed  against  John  S.  Burke,  as  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Highways,  of  the  Town  of  Oyster  Bay. 
(Matter  closed  as  term  of  office  expired  before  ap¬ 
peal  could  be  heard). 

27>.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  Henrietta  M. 
Yan  Wagner,  doing  business  under  the  firm  name 
and  style  of  Van  Wagner  Heating  &  Plumbing 
Company  v.  Peter  Keeler  Building  Company,  et.  al. 
(Lien  —  Tuberculosis  Pavilion,  Kings  Park  Hos¬ 
pital.)  (Pending.) 

2o.  Supreme  Court  —  Yewr  York  County.  Thomas  J. 
Yan  Wagner  v.  Peter  Keeler  Building  Co.,  et  al. 
(Lien  —  Tuberculosis  Pavilion,  Kings  Park  Hos¬ 
pital.)  (Pending.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  Warren  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  Yew  York  v.  The  Delaware  &  Hudson 
Company.  (Lake  George  Matter.)  (Injunction  to 
restrain  encroachment,  Lake  George.)  (Pending.) 

1 .  Supreme  Court  - —  Rensselaer  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  John  Gilmore  for  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  and  a  writ  of  certiorari.  (To  direct 
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William  .1.  Homer,  agent  of  Great  Meadow  Prison, 
to  produce  petitioner  at  Troy,  and  certiorari  to 
review  detention  of  prisoner  and  proceedings  of 
Board  of  Parole.)  (Writ  dismissed.) 

Supreme  Court — Orange  County.  Watts  T.  Cook 
and  John  R.  Cook  v.  Westchester  Engineering  Co., 
et  al.  (Lien,  Chronic  Building,  Middletown  State 
1  Iospital. )  (  Pending. ) 

<i.  Supreme  Court — New  York  Count}’.  Luke  Eldert 
v.  The  Cross  Country  R.  R.  Co.,  et  al.  (  Register 
title  to  real  property.)  (Pending.) 

Id.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Albert  E. 
Culley,  et  al.  v.  Xeal  A  Scott  Co.,  et  al.  (To  set 
aside  reorganization  of  company.)  (Pending.) 

20.  County  Court  —  Washington  County.  The  People 
of  the  State  of  X ew  York  v.  Effie  Morrill.  (Habeas 
corpus. )  ( Pending. ) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  Oneida  County.  Utica  Trust  A’ 
Deposit  Co.  as  Administrator,  etc.,  of  Mary 
Thompson  v.  Julia  Teller  Thompson,  et  al.  (Con¬ 
struction  of  will.)  (Pending.) 

0.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  Jennie  L.  Potter 
v.  Anna  E.  Leaycraft,  et  al.  (Register  title  to  real 
property. )  ( Pending. ) 

7.  Supreme  Court — New  York  County.  Catharine 
Meighan  v.  Lillie  E.  Rohe,  et  al.  (Register  title, 
to  real  property.)  (Pending.) 

S.  Supreme  ( 'ourt  —  Albany  County.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  Xew  York  v.  X  ass  an  Gardens  Realty 

t j 

Co.  (To  collect  franchise  tax.)  (Judgment  for 
plaintiff. ) 

1<).  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  Xew  York  v.  Xew  York  Medical 
Service  Company.  (  Annul  charter.)  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court  —  Xew  York  County.  Eugene 
Lentilhon  v.  Guillaume  d’Arschot,  ind.,  etc.,  et  al. 
(Validity  of  probate  of  will.)  (Pending.) 
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Sept.  !•'{.  District  Court  of  the  United  States — -  District  of 
New  Hampshire,  in  re  Petition  of  Harry  Kendall 
Thaw  for  writ  of  habeas  corpus.  (Habeas  corpus.) 
(Pending.) 

1(3.  Supreme  Court — Queens  County.  The  Long  island 
Railroad  Co.  v.  John  Adikes,  et  al.  (Condemna¬ 
tion  of  real  property.)  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court — Kings  County.  Conrad  Y.  Dyke- 
man,  suing  on  his  own  behalf  of  all  other  stock¬ 
holders  and  creditors  of  the  Utah  Lead  Mining  Co. 
v.  Utah  Lead  Mining  Co.  (Receivership.)  (Pend¬ 
ing.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  In  the  Mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Jefferson  Bank,  a  domestic  corporation. 
(To  close  bank  under  section  99  of  Banking  Law.) 
(Order  directing  closing.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Dutchess  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  James  Chalmers  for  a  writ 
of  habeas  corpus  directed  to  the  Superintendent  of 
Matteawan  Hospital.  (Habeas  corpus.)  (Pend- 

ing. ) 

Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  New  Y  ork  ex  rel.  James  C.  Garrison  v. 
Wallace  A.  Peasley,  as  sheriff  of  the  Countv  of 
Albany.  (Habeas  corpus.)  (Relator  discharged.) 
Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Che  People 
of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  Mona  ton  Realtv  Invest- 

t/ 

ing  Co.  (Annul  charter.)  (Pending.) 

Oct.  7.  Supreme  (Yurt  —  New  York  County.  John  Fitz¬ 
gerald  v.  'Fhe  Magnetite  Mining  Company.  (Dis- 
sol  u  t  i  on . )  (  P  en  d  ing. ) 

7.  Supreme  Court.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New 
7  nrk  v.  Trustees  in  Bankruptcy  of  United  Wireless 
Telegraph  Co.  (Claim  for  license  tax  for  1907  and 
franchise  tax  for  1908.)  (Claim  allowed.) 

10.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Simon  Fox, 
et  al.  v.  Betsy  Becker,  et  al.  (Payment  of  money 
from  State  Treasurer.)  (Application  granted.) 
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14.  Supreme  Court.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New 
York  ex  rel.  Alexander  Jensen  v.  ILortense  V. 
Bruce,  Superintendent  of  the  New  York  State 
Training  School  for  Girls.  (Habeas  corpus.) 
(Application  for  discharge  granted.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  In  the  Mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Application  of  Herbert  C.  Middlemiss  for 
a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  directed  to  James  M. 
Clancy,  Agent  and  Warden  of  Sing  Sing  Prison. 
(Habeas  corpus.)  (Writ  dismissed.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  Julia  Buttron  v. 

Christina  E.  Tibbetts,  et  al.  (Payment  of  money 
from  State  Treasury.)  (Pending.) 

23.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Peter  Doelger 

v.  George  W.  Mercer,  et  al.  (Payment  of  money 
from  State  Treasury.)  (Application  granted.) 

23.  Supreme  Court  —  New  Y  ork  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  petition  of  Silletto  Construction  Company  to 
correct  its  certificate  of  incorporation  filed  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  State  September  26,  1910, 
nunc  pro  tunc,  etc.,  so  name  will  appear  as  Sellitto 
Construction  Co.  (Correct  certificate  of  incorpora¬ 
tion.)  (Petition  withdrawn.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Edward  J.  Mc¬ 
Laughlin  v.  Daniel  J.  Ryan,  et  al.  (Lien,  Labora¬ 
tory  at  Quarantine  station.)  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  George  E. 
Blakeslee,  et  al.  v.  International  Motor  Co.,  et  al. 
( Receivership. )  (Pending. ) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Rensselaer  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  the  People  of  the  State  of 
New  York  to  acquire  a  toll  bridge  in  the  counties  of 
Albany  and  Rensselaer  known  as  the  Cohoes-Lan- 
singburgh  Bridge.  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Rensselaer  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  the  People  of  the  State  of 
New  York  to  acquire  a  toll  bridge  partly  in  the 
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County  of  Saratoga  and  partly  in  the  County  of 
Rensselaer,  known  as  the  Union  Bridge.  (Pend- 
ing.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  The  Barber  Asphalt 
Paving  Company  v.  The  People  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  William  R.  McMahon  and  Michael  Fell, 
copartners  doing  business  under  the  firm  name  and 
style  of  McMahon  &  Fell.  (Lien,  Road  1045,  Niag¬ 
ara  County.)  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Monroe  County.  Concrete  Guard 
Rail  Company  v.  Aikenhead,  Bailey  &  Donaldson, 
Inc.,  and  Illinois  Surety  Company.  (Lien,  High¬ 
way  976  Java-Wales,  Wyoming  County.)  (Pend- 
ing. ) 

Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  and  Trustees  of  the  Village  of  Ossining  v. 
Addison  Johnson,  The  New  York  Central  &  Hud¬ 
son  River  Railroad  Company  and  State  of  New 
York.  (Condemnation  of  land.)  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  New  York  v.  The  Atlantic  Fruit  Com¬ 
pany.  (Action  to  collect  franchise  tax  under  sec¬ 
tion  182  of  the  Tax  Law).  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Walter  Krum- 
beck  v.  John  A.  Ownes,  William  N.  Boyd,  Thomas 
J.  Me  A  leer  and  Francis  L.  Thorne.  (False  arrest.) 
(Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  — New  York  County.  Joshua  C. 
Sanders  v.  Patrick  Moore  et  al.  (Payment  of 
money  from  State  Treasury.)  (Application 
granted. ) 

Supreme  Court —  Cayuga  County.  In  the  matter  of 
the  Application  of  the  State  Commission  of  Prisons 
in  regard  to  the  construction,  management  and 
affairs  of  the  Cayuga  county  jail.  (To  compel  im¬ 
provements  in  jail.)  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Julius  Heid- 
erman  and  Marie  Heiderman  v.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  et  al.  (To  register  title  to  real 
proper  ty . )  ( P  ei  i  d  i  n  g. ) 
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9.  Supreme  Court — Erie  County.  Peter  P.  Colgan, 
suing  for  himself  and  such  other  stockholders  and 
creditors  of  the  Canadaway  Fertilizer  Co.  as  have  a 
cause  of  action  and  appear,  v.  Henry  Finch,  Loven 
J.  Lamphere,  as  Receivers  Canadaway  Fertilizer 
Co.  et  al.  (To  recover  for  having  been  fraudu¬ 
lently  induced  to  purchase  stock  of  defendant  com¬ 
pany.)  (Pending.) 

11.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  Hew  York  v.  Interborough  Estates. 
(To  collect  franchise  tax.)  (Pending.) 

1 7.  Supreme  Court  —  Orange  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Henry  Hirschberg  v.  R.  F.  C.  Kiel),  Medical  Super¬ 
intendent  of  Matteawan  State  Hospital  for  the  In¬ 
sane.  (Habeas  corpus.) 

1  7.  hi  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Henry  Hirsch¬ 
berg,  an  attorney  and  counselor-at-law,  for  an  order 
permitting  him  to  consult  privately,  during  the 
pendency  of  the  above  habeas  corpus  proceedings, 
with  his  client,  one  Janies  Hogan,  now  an  inmate 
of  the  Matteawan  State  Hospital.  (Pending.) 

1  7.  Supreme  Court  —  Schenectady  County.  The  People 
of  the  State  of  Hew  York  v.  American  Locomotive 
Company.  ( I  nj unction. )  ( Pending. ) 

17.  Supreme  Court  — Hew  York  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  Hew  York  v.  Consolidated  Gas  Com¬ 
pany.  (Penalty  for  failure  to  make  report  to  State 
Board  of  Tax  Commissioners.)  (Pending.) 

IS.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  Annie  J.  Slocum 
v.  Charlotte  T.  Vanderbilt,  et  al.  (To  register  title 
to  real  property.)  (Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  Ferdinand 

Sulzberger  v.  Samuel  W.  Doughertv  et  al.  ( Pav- 
meet  of  money  from  State  Treasury.)  (Applica¬ 
tion  granted.) 

20.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  The  People  of  the 

State  of  Hew  York  v.  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  of  Hew  York.  (To  vacate  letters 
patent.)  (Pending.) 
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20.  Supreme  Court  — New  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  dissolution  and  termination  of  the  corporate 
existence  of  the  Gansevoort  Bank  of  the  Citv  of 
New  York.  (Termination  of  corporate  existence.) 
(Petition  for  dissolution  granted. ) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  v.  Woodside  Heights  Land 
Corporation.  (Collection  of  franchise  tax.) 
(Pending.) 

2d.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  v.  Park  Terrace  Company. 

(To  collect  franchise  tax.)  (Pending.) 

2d.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  The  People  of 
the  State  of  N6w  York  v.  Kissena  Park  Corpora¬ 
tion.  (To  collect  franchise  tax.)  (Pending.) 

24.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  The  New  York 
Central  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  v.  Ed¬ 
mund  P.  Cottle,  et  al.  (Condemnation  of  real  prop¬ 
erty).  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  Warner-Quinlan 
Asphalt  Company  v.  Almahar  Construction  Com¬ 
pany,  et  al.  (Lien  —  T upper  Lake-Moody  road. 

Highway  No.  985.)  (Pending.) 

26.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  v.  Home  Development  Com¬ 
pany.  (To  collect  franchise  tax.)  (Pending.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Saratoga  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  the  People  of  the  State  of 
New  York  to  acquire  a  toll  bridge  across  the  Hud¬ 
son  river  between  the  village  of  Stillwater  in  the 
county  of  Saratoga  and  the  town  of  Schaghticoke 
in  the  county  of  Rensselaer,  owned  by  the  Stillwater 
&  Schaghticoke  Bridge  Company.  (Condemnation 
of  toll  bridge.)  (Pending.) 
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ACTIONS  AND  PROCEEDINGS  INSTITUTED  AGAINST 
STATE  OFFICIALS  DURING  THE  YEAR  1913. 


Jan.  2.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  Mooney  & 

Boland  Detective  Agency  v.  Thomas  Carmody  and 
James  W.  Osborne.  (Action  to  compel  payment 
for  services  detective  agency,  Albany  County  In¬ 
vestigation.  )  (Discontinued. ) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Erie  County.  The  New  York 

Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  Co.  v.  The 
People  of  the  State  of  New  York  and  Martin  H. 
Glynn,  Alfred  E.  Smith,  Mitchell  May,  John  J. 

Kennedy,  Thomas  Carmody  and  John  A.  Bensel, 

» 

constituting  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office 
of  the  State  of  New  York.  (Condemnation  of  real 
property.)  (Petition  for  condemnation  dismissed 
and  appeal  pending,  Appellate  Division.) 

15.  Supreme  Court  —  Richmond  County.  The  Staten 

Island  Rapid  Transit  Railway  Company  v.  Martin 
H.  Glynn  et  al.,  constituting  the  Commissioners  of 
the  Land  Office  of  the  State  of  New  York  et  al. 
(Condemnation  of  real  property.)  (Pending.) 

Feb.  3.  Supreme  Court — Albany  Countv.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Application  of  the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  for  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  Thomas  F.  Byrnes 
et  al.,  composing  the  State  Board  of  Tax  Commis¬ 
sioners,  (Application  Jfar  writ  of  certiorari  to 
review  determination  of  State  Board  of  Tax  Com¬ 
missioners  In  re  mortgage  tax  on  mortgage  to 
Girard  Trust  Co.)  (Discontinued.) 

6.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  New  Castle 

Water  Company  v.  C.  Gordon  Reel,  State  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Highways,  et  al.  (Injunction  to  re¬ 
strain  uncovering  of  water  main.)  (Motion  for  in¬ 
junction  denied.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  —  Suffolk  County.  The  People  of 

the  State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  Edward  E.  Baylis  v. 
C.  Gordon  Reel,  Superintendent  of  Highways, 
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et  al.  (Mandamus  directing  the  reinstatement  of 
petitioner  as  foreman  of  laborers.  Department  of 
Highways. )  (Discontinued. ) 

Feb.  11.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Application  of  the  Long  Sault  Development 
Company  for  a  writ  of  mandamus  against  John  J. 
Kennedy,  as  Treasurer  of  the  State  of  New  York. 
(Mandamus  requiring  the  State  Treasurer  to  accept 
payment  of  $25,000  from  petitioner.  (Pending  in 
Court  of  Appeals.) 

27.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Application  of  Albert  E.  Sholes  for  a  writ  of 
mandamus  directed  to  Mitchell  May,  as  Secretary 
of  State.  (Printing  concurrent  resolutions  and 
session  laws.)  (Motion  for  writ  denied.) 

28.  Supreme  Court  —  Chautauqua  County.  People  ex 

rel,  Ernest  Caweroft,  as  chairman,  etc.,  v.  Chau¬ 
tauqua  County  Board  of  Supervisors,  Mitchell 
May,  as  Secretary  of  State,  et  al.  (Mandamus - 
publication  of  session  laws.)  (Pending.) 

March  .  Supreme  Court —Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  application  of  the  People  ex  rel.  G.  Wilson  Ball 
for  a  writ  of  mandamus  against  John  J.  Kennedy, 
as  Treasurer  of  the  State  of  New  York.  (To  com¬ 
pel  acceptance  from  Long  Sault  Development  Com¬ 
pany  of  $25,000.)  (Pending  in  Court  of  Appeals.) 

1  7.  Supreme  Court  —  Schenectady  County.  People  ex 
rel.  George  LI.  Close  v.  Thomas  Ahearn  as  State 
Eire  Marshal.  (Certiorari  to  review  order  of  Fire 
Marshal  for  fire  escapes.)  (Pending.) 

17.  Supreme  Court  —  Schenectady  County.  People  ex 
rel.  Veeder  &  Brown  v.  Thomas  Ahearn,  as  State 
Fire  Marshal.  (Certiorari  to  review  order  of  Fire 
Marshal  for  fire  escapes.)  (Pending.) 

1 7.  Supreme  Court  —  Schenectady  County.  People  ex 
rel.  Lucy  G.  Alexander  v.  Thomas  Ahearn,  as  State 
Fire  Marshal.  (Certiorari  to  review  order  of  Fire 
Marshal  for  fire  escapes.)  (Pending.) 
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24.  Supreme  Court  —  Oneida  County.  People  ex  rel.  IT. 
Carroll  Porter  v.  Henry  I).  Hamilton,  as  Adjutant- 
General.  (Certiorari  to  review  determination  of 
Adjutant-General. )  (Pending. ) 

1.  Supreme  Court  — Kings  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  1  scope  Tarabella,  for  an  order 
directing  the  State  Comptroller  to  deliver  bonds. 
(Delivery  of  bonds.)  (Application  granted.) 

7.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Jointa  Lime  Company  v.  William  Sohmer,  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  State  of  New  York.  (Certiorari  to 
review  tax  assessment.)  (Pending.) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Albert  Krimmert  v.  William  Sohmer ,  as  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  State  of  Hew  York.  (Mandamus  for 
cancellation  of  bond.)  (Writ  granted.) 

24.  Supreme  Court,  Hew  York  County.  George  L.  Rives 

et  al.,  as  Executors  of  Will  of  Joseph  Pulitzer,  De¬ 
ceased,  et  al.  v.  Kate  Davis  Pulitzer,  Thomas  Car- 
mody,  as  Attorney-General,  et  al.  (Construction  of 
will.)  (Pending.) 

25.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  In  the  Matter 

of  the  Application  of  Thomas  Keenan  for  a  writ  of 
certiorari  directed  to  Mitchell  May,  as  Secretary  of 
State.  (Certiorari  to  compel  issuance  of  chauffeur's 
license.)  (Pending.) 

0.  Supreme  Court  —  Saratoga  County.  Rexford  Flats 
Bridge  Company  v.  Canal  Board  et  al.  (Injunc¬ 
tion  to  restrain  construction  of  dam.)  (Injunction 
order  granted.) 

15.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Charles  Reich  v.  Mitchell  May,  as  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  State  of  Hew  York.  (Mandamus  to 
reinstate  position  of  chauffeur  examiner.)  (Ap¬ 
plication  for  writ  denied.) 
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Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  People  ex  rel. 
New  York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  v.  Michael  J.  Walsh  et  al.  (Mandamus  — 
Sterling  Creek,  Town  of  Schuyler.)  (Pending  in 
Court  of  Appeals.) 

Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  People  ex  rel. 
New  York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  v.  Michael  J.  Walsh  et  al.  (Mandamus  — 
Fox  Ridge,  Town  of  Montezuma.)  (Pending  in 
Court  of  Appeals.) 

Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  People  ex  rel. 
New  York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  v.  Michael  J.  Walsh  et  al.  (Mandamus  - 
Clyde,  Town  of  Galon.)  (Held  pending  deter¬ 


mination  in  two  last  above  actions.) 

Supreme  Court  —  Ulster  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  Marietta  Hotaling  for  a  writ  of 
mandamus  directing  the  State  Commission  of  High¬ 
ways  et  al.  to  make  application  for  appointment  of 
commissioners  of  appraisal,  under  Condemnation 
Law,  etc.  (Pending.) 

Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  People  ex  rel. 
John  Mitchell  v.  William  Solimer,  as  Comptroller 
of  the  State  of  New  York.  (Mandamus  —  to  test 
validity  of  appointment  as  Commissioner  of  Labor.) 
(Writ  denied.) 

Supreme  Court  — Ontario  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  Alice  S.  Knapp  for  a  writ  of 
certiorari  directed  to  Thomas  J.  Abeam,  as  State 
Fire  Marshal.  (To  review  determination  of  Fire 
Marshal  in  requiring  fire  protection  at  Hygienic 
I nstitute,  Geneva. )  (I ) isconti nued. ) 

Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  James  Rae  Clarke  for  an  order 
directing  William  Solimer,  as  Comptroller  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  to  turn  over  to  him  certain 
bonds.  (Petition  granted.) 
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20.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Charles  P.  Noyes  v.  William  Sohmer,  as  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  State  of  New  York.  (Mandamus 
directing  Comptroller  to  pass  upon  claim  of  relator 
for  refund  of  moneys  paid  for  stock  transfer 
stamps.)  (Pending  in  Court  of  Appeals.) 

25.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  In  the  matter  of 
the  application  of  Evans  P.  Dick  et  al.  for  a  per¬ 
emptory  writ  of  mandamus  against  William 
Sohmer.  (Directing  Comptroller  to  take  action  on 
amended  claim  of  petitioners  —  refund  stock  trans¬ 
fer  tax.)  (Pending  in  Appellate  Division.) 

30.  Supreme  Court — Saratoga  County.  West  Virginia 
Pulp  <fc  Paper  Company  of  Delaware  v.  Duncan  W. 
Peck,  ind.,  etc.,  et  al.  (Injunction,  Champlain 
canal  improvement.)  (Pending.) 

10.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  the  Joseph  Walker  Construction 
Company  for  a  writ  of  mandamus  directing  lion. 
William  Sohmer,  as  Comptroller  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  to  pay  Estimate  No.  10,  June  20, 
1913.  ( Wr  i t  gr a n t ed. ) 

18.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  The  People  of 

the  State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  Frederick  Wagner  v. 
William  Sohmer,  as  Comptroller  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  et  al.  (Certiorari  to  review  determina¬ 
tion  revoking  the  license  of  petitioner  as  private 
detective.)  (Writ  quashed.) 

19.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Application  of  William  J.  Parr  for  a  writ  of 
certiorari  against  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance 
of  the  State  of  New  York.  (Application  with¬ 
drawn.  ) 

1.  Supreme  Court  —  Saratoga  County.  Vischer’s  Ferry 
Bridge  Company  v.  Acme  Construction  Company, 
the  Canal  Board,  Martin  II.  Glynn,  Mitchell  May, 
William  Sohmer,  John  L.  Kennedy,  Thomas 
Carmody,  John  A.  Bensel,  as  State  Engineer  and 
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Surveyor,  and  Duncan  W.  Peck,  as  Superintend¬ 
ent  of  Public  Works.  (Injunction  to  restrain  in¬ 
terference  with  piers,  etc.)  (Pending  in  Appel¬ 
late  Division.) 

4.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  Warner-Quinlan 

Asphalt  Co.  v.  John  A.  Carlisle,  as  Commissioner 
of  Highways  of  the  Aew  York  State  Highway  Com¬ 
mission.  (Injunction  to  restrain  letting  of  con¬ 
tracts.)  (Injunction  granted.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  Philip  J.  Steers  v.  Wil¬ 
liam  C.  Rogers,  Acting  Commissioner  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  of  the  State  of  New  York. 
(Mandamus.)  (Writ  denied.) 

18.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  Warner-Quinlan 
Asphalt  Co.  v.  John  X.  Carlisle,  as  Commissioner 
of  Highways.  (Injunction.)  (Injunction  granted.) 
20.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Standard  Bitulithic  Co.  v.  John  A.  Carlisle, 
as  Commissioner  of  Highways.  (Mandamus.) 
(Pending  in  Appellate  Division.) 

29.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  People  ex  rel. 
Genesee  Light  &  Power  Co.  v.  William  Sohmer,  as 
Comptroller.  (Certiorari  to  review  franchise  tax.) 
( Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Dutchess  County.  In  the  matter 

of  the  Application  of  the  regular  Democratic  de¬ 
signee  for  the  nomination  for  State  Senator  of  the 
26th  Senate  District  for  an  order  directing  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  file  a  certificate  of  designa¬ 
tion  of  said  Daniel  A.  Dugan  for  said  nomination. 
(To  compel  tiling  certificate.)  (Application 
granted.) 

12.  Supreme  Court  —  Franklin  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  Masonic  Hall  Association  for 
a  writ  of  certiorari  to  review  an  order  made  by 
Thomas  J.  Abeam,  State  Fire  Marshal,  etc. 
(Pending.) 
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Sept.  19.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  The  People  of 

the  State  of  X ew  \  ork  ex  rel.  Town  of  Hempstead, 
and  Hiram  R.  Smith  as  Supervisor  of  the  Town  of 
Hempstead  v.  State  Board  of  Tax  Commissioners 
of  the  State  of  X ew  York,  and  Thomas  P.  Byrnes, 
et  ah,  as  State  Board,  etc.  (Certiorari  —  Equaliza¬ 
tion  of  assessments  and  correction  of  assessment 
rolls,  County  of  Xassau.)  (Return  to  writ  filed 
October  27,  1013.) 

30.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  In  the  Mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Application  of  Charles  E.  Tompkins  for 
a  peremptory  writ  of  mandamus  directed  to  John 
B.  Riley,  Henry  J.  McCann  and  William  H.  Town- 
send,  the  Board  of  Parole  for  State  Prisons  for  the 
State  of  Xew  York.  (Pending  in  Appellate 
Division.) 

Oct.  10.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  The  People  of 

the  State  of  Xew  York  ex  rel.  Spencer  J.  Stewart 
v.  John  X.  Carlisle,  as  Commissioner  of  Highways 
of  the  State  of  Xew  York.  (Mandamus  to  compel 
reinstatement  to  position.)  (  Pending  in  Appellate 
Division.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  — Oneida  County.  In  the  matter  of 
the  Application  of  Olin  S.  Bishop,  Chairman  of  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  Prohibition  Partv  of 

«. j 

the  State  of  Xew  York,  for  an  order  directing  the 
Secretarv  of  State  to  file  a  certificate  of  nomination 

i/ 

of  Charles  E.  Manierre  for  Chief  Judffe  of  the 

O 

Court  of  Appeals  and  Coleridge  A.  Hart  for  Asso- 
.  ciate  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Appeals.  (Application 
granted. ) 

1 1.  Supreme  Court  —  Schenectady  County.  In  the  Mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Petition  of  Daniel  J.  Sweenev,  Chairman 

t/  / 

of  the  Socialist  Committee  of  the  Countv  of 
Schenectady,  to  review,  pursuant  to  section  56  of 
the  Election  Law,  the  action,  etc.,  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  election  in  and  for  the  county  of  Mont- 
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gomery  who  acted  in  the  matter  of  making  returns 
at  a  primary  election  held  September  16,  1913,  in 
the  county  of  Montgomery,  etc.  (Petition  denied.) 

Oct.  IT.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Application  of  Howard  F.  Carpenter  for  a  writ 
of  mandamus  directed  to  John  1ST.  Carlisle,  State 
Commissioner  of  Highways.  (To  compel  reinstate¬ 
ment  as  Assistant  Secretary  of  Highway  Commis- 
sion.)  (Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  Hew  York  ex  rel.  Charles  M.  Crouse  v. 
Thomas  J.  Ahearn,  as  State  Fire  Marshal  of  the 
State  of  Hew  York.  (Pending.) 

22.  Supreme  Court  —  Westchester  County.  The  People 
of  t lie  State  of  Hew  York  ex  rel.  Frank  G.  Fowler 
v.  Lewis  F.  Pilcher,  as  State  Architect,  Samuel  J. 
Tilden,  as  Fiscal  Supervisor,  and  William  Solimer, 
as  Comptroller  of  the  State  of  Hew  York.  (Man¬ 
damus  to  compel  payment  on  contract  Hew  York 
State  Training  School  for  Boys.)  (Petition 
granted. ) 

29.  Supreme  Court  —  Hew  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  Emil  Kiss  for  cancellation  of 
bond,  etc.  (Application  granted.) 

31.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  William  Siebe  for  a  peremptory 
writ  of  mandamus  against  Mitchell  Mav,  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  State  of  Hew  York.  (Discon¬ 
tinued.  ) 

Hoy.  5.  Supreme  Court  —  Oswego  County.  Granby  Pulp  & 

Paper  Company  v.  Duncan  W.  Peck,  as  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Public  Works.  (Injunction  to  restrain 
interference  with  plaintiff’s  dyke.)  (Pending.) 

5.  Supreme  Court  —  Dutchess  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  Caroline  C.  Kirchner  for  a 
writ  of  certiorari  directed  to  the  State  Fire  Marshal. 
(Certiorari  to  review  order  of  State  Fire  Marshal.) 
(Discontinued.  ) 
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G.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  Cleveland  &  Buffalo  Transit 
Company  for  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  Thomas  F. 
Byrnes  et  ah,  composing  the  State  Board  of  Tax 
Commissioners,  and  the  State  Board  of  Tax  Com¬ 
missioners.  (Certiorari  to  review  determination  of 
hoard  in  assessing  tax  on  steamers.)  (Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  Tetragon  Company  for  a  writ  of 
certiorari  to  be  directed  to  William  Sohmer,  as 
Comptroller  of  the  State  of  New  York.  (Certio¬ 
rari  to  review  determination  of  Comptroller  in 
assessing  tax  for  year  ending  October  31.,  1910.) 

( Pending.) 

8.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  Yew  York  ex  rcl.  The  Empire  State  Dairy 
Company  v.  William  Sohmer,  as  Comptroller  of  the 
State  of  Yew  York.  (Certiorari  to  review  de¬ 
termination  of  tax  for  year  ending  October  31, 


1910.)  (Pending.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Yew  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  Paul  Tausig  for  an  order 
directing  William  Sohmer,  Comptroller  of  the  State 
of  Yew  York,  to  have  certain  bonds  returned  to  him 
and  his  bond  canceled.  (Cancellation  of  bond.) 
(Pending.) 

13.  Supreme  Court  —  Albany  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Application  of  William  J.  Wilkins  against 
Mitchell  Mav,  as  Secretarv  of  State  of  the  State  of 
Yew  York,  and  George  W.  Loft.  (To  restrain 
filing  certificate  of  election.)  (Pending.) 

14.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  In  the  Matter  of 

the  Application  of  Joseph  Martiniano.  (To 
modify  bond  —  private  banker.)  (Application  de¬ 
nied.) 


19.  Supreme  Court  —  Kings  County.  In  the  Matter  of 
the  Application  of  Jacob  Gran  for  an  order  to  cancel 
a  bond  in  the  office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  State 
of  Yew  York.  (Application  granted.) 
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Nov.  29.  Supreme  Court  —  New  York  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  Anthony  Deutsch  and  Adolph 
Deutsch,  doing  business  as  Deutsch  Brothers,  for  au 
order  directing  William  Sohmer,  Comptroller,  to 
have  certain  bonds  returned  to  them  and  their  bond 
canceled.  (Cancellation  of  bond.)  (Application 
granted. ) 

Dec.  9.  Supreme  Court  —  Washington  County.  Town  of 
Easton  v.  The  Canal  Board,  Robert  F.  Wagner, 
Mitchell  May,  Thomas  Carmody,  William  Sohmer, 
John  J.  Kennedy,  John  A.  Bensel  and  Duncan  W. 
Peek,  I nd.,  and  as  constituting  the  Canal  Board, 
John  A.  Bensel,  as  State  Engineer  and  Surveyor, 
and  Duncan  W.  Peck,  as  Superintendent  of  Public 
Works,  and  the  Town  of  Saratoga.  (To  compel 
reconstruction  of  Scliu  vlerville  bridge.)  Pend¬ 
ing.) 

17.  Supreme  Court — Dutchess  County.  In  the  Matter 
of  the  Application  of  Manning  Cleaveland  for  a 
writ  of  certiorari  directed  to  the  State  Fire  Mar¬ 
shal.  (Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County,  The  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Company  v.  William  Sohmer,  as  Comptroller  of  the 
State  of  New  York.  (Certiorari  to  review  de¬ 
termination  of  Comptroller  in  assessing  capital 
stock  tax.)  (Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court  — Albany  County.  The;  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  Lehigh  &  New  York  Rail¬ 
road  Company  v.  William  Sohmer,  as  Comptroller 
of  the  State  of  New  York.  (Certiorari  to  review 
determination  of  Comptroller  in  assessing  capital 
stock  tax.)  (Pending.) 

19.  Supreme  Court — Albany  County.  The  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  ex  rel.  The  Lehigh  Valley  Rail 
Way  Company  v.  William  Sohmer,  as  Comptroller 
of  the  State  of  New  York.  (Certiorari  to  review 
determination  of  Comptroller  in  assessing  capital 
stock  tax.)  (Pending.) 
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Dec.  20.  Supreme  Court  —  Queens  County.  In  tlie  Matter  of 

the  Application  of  John  A.  Rausch  for  a  peremptory 
writ  of  mandamus  against  Jacob  Neu,  President, 
Meyer  Wolff  and  James  A.  La  very,  as  Commis¬ 
sioners,  constituting  the  State  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  State  of  New  York.  (Mandamus 
to  compel  commission  to  certify  pay-roll  of  appli¬ 
cant.)  (Application  withdrawn.) 


CERTIFICATES  OF  INCORPORATION  PASSED  UPON 
FOR  THE  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  INSUR¬ 
ANCE. 

The  Cooperative  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Independent  Order  Aliawas  Israel. 

The  Amsterdam  Casualty  Company. 

Torrens  Insurance  Company. 

The  Urbaine  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Knickerbocker  Insurance  Company  of  New  York. 

North  British  and  Mercantile  Insurance  Company  of  New 
York. 

Mercantile  Insurance  Company  of  New  York. 

Northwestern  Fire  and  Marine  Mutual  Insurance  Company. 
Philadelphia  Manufacturers’  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company. 
M  aryl  and  Motor  Car  Insurance  Company. 

The  Netherlands  Fire  and  Life  Insurance  Company  of  Hague, 
Holland. 

The  European  Accident  Insurance  Company. 

The  Industrial  Mutual  Insurance  Company. 

The  Cotton  and  Woolen  Manufacturers’  Mutual  Insurance 
'Company. 

Merchants'  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Rubber  Manufacturers'  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company. 
Banlu  rs'  Bonding  Company. 

London  and  Lancashire  Guarantee  and  Accident  Company  of 
Canada. 

Blackst<  lie  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company. 
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Westchester  Pacific  Mutual 
fornia. 


Life  Insurance  Company  of  Cali- 


Fall  River  Manufacturers’  Mutual  Insurance  Company. 
Firemen’s  Fund  Insurance  Company. 

Nord-Deutsch  Insurance  Company  of  Hamburg,  Germany. 
Southwestern  Surety  Insurance  Company. 

Mechanics’  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

General  Accident  and  Life  Assurance  Company. 

Worcester  Manufacturers’  Mutual  Insurance  Company. 

Salem  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

German  Alliance  Insurance  Company. 

German— American  Insurance  Company  of  New  York. 

The  State  Assurance  Company,  Ltd.,  of  Liverpool. 

The  Automobile  Insurance  Company. 

Norwich  Union  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Indiana  Lumbermen's  Mutual  Insurance  Company. 

New  York  Indemnity  Company. 

La  Societe  des  Artisans  Canadiens  Francais  (French— Canadian 


Artisans  Society). 

Assurance  Company  of  America. 

Manton  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Keystone  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

The  Fraternal  Benefit  Order  of  Zivena, 

Paternelle  Fire  Insurance  Company,  Ltd.,  of  Paris,  France. 
New  York  Casualty  Company. 

Grain  Dealers  National  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Otsego  County  Patrons  Cooperative  Fire  Relief  Association. 
Koelnische  Rueckversicherungs  Gesulschaft  (Cologne  Reinsur¬ 
ance  Company  of  Cologne,  Germany). 

The  Williamsburg  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Liverpool  &  London  &  Globe  Insurance  Co.,  Ltd. 

Baltimore  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Germania  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

The  Pelican  Assurance  Company  of  New  York. 

Second  Russian  Insurance  Company  of  St.  Petersburg  in  the 
Empire  of  Russia. 

Germania  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Columbian  National  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Agricultural  Insurance  Company. 
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Oneida  County  Grange  Co-operative  Fire  Insurance  Company. 
International  Reassurance  Company,  Ltd.,  of  Austria. 

The  American  &  Foreign  Marine  Insurance  Company. 
Hartford  Accident  &  Indemnity  Company. 

The  Tokio  Marine  Insurance  Company,  Ltd. 

Pacific  Fire  Insurance  Company. 

Liverpool  &  London  Globe  Insurance  Company  of  Xew  York. 
The  Supreme  Lodge,  Knights  &  Ladies  of  Honor. 

Russian  Reinsurance  Company. 

First  Russian  Insurance  Company. 

Eagle  Fire  Insurance  Co. 


CERTIFICATES 
FOR  THE 


OF  IXCORPORATIOX  PASSED  UPOX 
STATE  BOARD  OF  CHARITIES. 


The  Sisterhood  of  'Social  Workers. 

Mercy  Hospital  Association,  Town  of  Hempstead. 
Bloomingdale  Xurserv  Association. 

Sunnvside  Farm  Association,  Inc. 

Auburn  Day  Xurserv. 

tJ 

Southside  Hospital 

Manhattanville  Xurserv  Association,  Inc. 

St.  Marc's  Home  and  School. 

The  Maternity  Hospital  Infant  Home  of  Albany. 
The  Westchester  Association. 

Jewish  Home  for  Aged  of  Central  Xew  York. 

O 


( 'rouse-1  rving  Hospital. 

Rochester  Public  Health  Association. 

International  Sunshine  Society. 

The  International  Sanitorium  for  Treatment  of  Tuberculosis. 
I  laughters  of  Israel. 

Daughters  of  Supreme  Court  Israel  Day  Xurserv. 

Bronx  Day  Xursery. 

The  Bronx  Maternity  Hospital. 

Xew  York  Magdalen  Benevolent  Society. 

The  People's  Opthalmic  Institute  of  Xew  York,  Inc. 

Die  Deutscli  Poliklinik  of  the  City  of  Xew  York. 

«y 

Gloversville  Dav  Xurserv  Association. 
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Harlem  Home  of  the  Daughters  of  Israel. 

St.  Francis  Hospital,  of  Poughkeepsie,  X.  V. 
German  Eve,  Ear  &  Throat  Infirmary. 

Mount  Zion  Dispensary  of  East  New  York. 

( ’atholic  Guardian  Society. 

Convent  of  St.  Basil  the  Great. 

The  Dental  Dispensary  of  Xew  York. 
Yessicherungs— Gesellschaft  Hamburg,  of  Hamburg. 
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AGRICULTURAL  LAW. 

The  total  number  of  violations  of  the  Agricultural 
Law  referred  to  this  office  bv  the  Agricultural 

Department  during  1913  has  been .  1,713 

The  State  has  been  successful  in  collecting  penalty 

or  judgment  in .  1.082 

Cases  discontinued  by  reason  of  insufficient  evi¬ 
dence,  death  of  defendant,  etc .  362 

Judgments  were  rendered  against  the  People  in.  .  .  21 

X umber  of  cases  in  which  judgments  have  been  re¬ 
covered  in  favor  of  the  State  and  which  remain 

uncollected .  70 

X  umber  of  cases  on  appeal .  G 

Criminal  proceedings  brought  against  defendants.  10 


Amount  of  penalties  and  costs  recovered . 

Amount  received  in  satisfaction  of  judgments.  .  .  . 
Cost  of  collection  pursuant  to  chapter  791,  Laws  of 

1911  . 

Payment  to  State  Treasurer . 


$52,682  74 
4,665  55 

7,759  07 
49,589  22 


Total 


$57,348  29 
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STATEMENT  OF  PENALTIES  AND  COSTS  COLLECTED 

DURING  THE  YEAR  1913. 


Defendant 

The  Mohican  Co . 

The  Mohican  Co . 

Samuel  Bedric . 

Jvost  Drevas  &  Co . 

Charles  Mertz . 

Stuart  &  Shotwell . 

E.  R.  Steele . 

D.  B.  Adams  &  Co . 

Michael  Balzano . 

G.  B.  St.  John . 


Baitzel  &  Tobin . 

M.  H.  Renken  Dairy  Co 

Andrew  S.  Ford . 

R.  B.  Davenport . 


Stanley  Wargula  . 

Herman  Stuhring 
Nathan  Mendelson  .  .  . 
Frank  Ehrenpfordt  .  .  . 

Jesse  A.  Fonda . 

Tckel  Brumman  . 

John  Szcspanski  . 

Reid’s  Union  Dairy  Co. 

H.  Gross  . 

William  J.  Watson.  .  .  . 
Arthur  V.  Peebles.  .  .  . 
Michael  Wojtkiewicz  . 

Henry  Kahrs  . 

Echo  Farms  Dairy  Co. 

George  Jones  . 

Charles  Schwender  .  .  . 

J.  J.  Fahey . 

G.  B.  St.  John . 

Fred  IT.  Ebeling . 

Max  Spanier  . 

Samuel  Gotti ieb  . 

Frank  Manna  . 

Isaac  Brauner  . 

Baltimore  Dairy  Lunch 
Cadillac  Hotel  . 


Violation  Penalty 

.  Butter  a200  .  $50  00 

.  ITocess  Butter  a233 . .  50  00 

.  Milk  a2816  .  50  00 

.  Milk  a2811  .  50  00 

.  Milk  a3106,  a3107, 

a31 16,  a32 1 8  .  150  00 

.  C.  F.  2414 .  50  00 

.  Milk  18307  .  50  00 

.  C.  C.  F.  S.  4061 .  50  00 

.  Lard  a74  .  50  00 

.  Bob  Veal  b611,  l>6 12. 

l>6  28.  b613,  b620. 

b630,  b627,  b955 .  20  00 

.  Milk  a 3252  .  50  00 

.  Milk  a3504  .  100  00 

.  Milk  17008  .  100  00 

.  Bob  Veal  b737,  b738, 

1)730,  b740,  b741. 

b776  .  15  00 

.  A I  ilk  al226  .  50  00 

.  Milk  a2223  .  50  00 

.  Bob  Veal  3678 .  10  00 

.  Milk  a2847  .  100  00 

.  Milk  a2003  .  50  00 

.  Milk  17561  .  50  00 

.  Milk  a  1 2 1 8  .  100  00 

.  Milk  a 2 344  .  50  00 

.  Milk  a2302  .  50  00 

.  Cream  360  .  50  00 

.  Milk  7853  50  00 

.  Milk  al  180  .  25  00 

.  Milk  a 32 34  .  50  00 

.  Milk  a3321  .  100  00 

.  Milk  a655  .  50  00 

.  Milk  a21 10  .  100  00 

.  Bob  Veal  b607 .  10  00 

.  Bob  Veal  b325 .  10  00 

.  C.  F.  2435  .  50  00 


Lard  378  . 

Lard  343  . 

Olive  Oil  a201 . 

Wrongful  use  of  milk 


bottles  .  50  00 

Milk  a3090,  a3091  _  50  00 

Milk  a 303 3  .  50  00 


Costs 


$27  20 


8  00 
8  00 
30  00 

25  00 


IIepokt  up  the 


A  T  TOllNE  Y-GeN  ERA  L. 


Defendant 

Brunswick  Lunch  . 

Samuel  Furman  . 

South  Shore  Shippers  and 
Growers  Association ........ 

Evan  Morris  . 

Hergenbam  Bros . 

Jurin  H.  Rhodes . 

Mitchell  &  Lewis . 

F.  B.  Henderson . 

Austin  &  Griffin . 

Fleischman’s  Restaurant  ..... 

Henry  Henken  . 

D.  M.  Stephens . 

Max  Liebowitz  . 

Rose  Olejniczak  . 

W.  D.  Ami  don . 

Wallace’s  Bakery  &  Lunch 

Room  . 

George  Weiss  . 

Alexander  Kanter  . 

Holub  Bros . 

Chester  Smith  . 

Fred  Hermann  . 

H.  Berberick  &  M.  M.  Crandall . 

Mrs.  C.  F.  Carpenter . 

Leonard  Cruikshank  . 

Earl  Putnam  . 

Daniel  J.  Bronner . 

Arakport  Creamery  Co . 

Xational  Dain^  Co . . 

Smith  Cornelius  . 

Long  Island  Potato  Exchange.  . 

John  Gross  . . 

James  J.  Murray . 

Alexander  Kanter  . 

Ellis  Van  Camp . 

F.  E.  Jamerson . 

Herbert  Hadley  . 

Frank  J.  Bibbins . 

Parks  &  Schaufelberger . 

Charles  W.  Koch . 

Stroub  Bros . 

Ernest  Brucker  . 

George  Espenlaub  . 

Dillon  &  Butler . . . 

Henry  Washburn  . 

C.  G.  Haggstrom . 

Ward  B.  Castle . 


Violation  Penalty 

Milk  a2579  .  $50  00 

Lard  a2705  .  50  00 

C.  F.  2050 .  50  00 

Milk  18371  .  50  00 

Milk  a2701  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4427 .  50  00 

Oleo  a  1913  .  50  00 

Milk  10500  .  50  00 

C.  F.  2080  .  50  00 

Milk  a 3087,  a3088 _  50  00 

Milk  a 35 11  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  3030,  3090..  10  00 

Milk  a2298  .  .  . .  50  00 

Milk  a  1197  . .  50  00 

Milk  18319  . .  50  00 

Milk  a 33 8 3  .  50  00 

Milk  a327 8  .  50  00 

Vinegar  a2411  .  50  00 

Milk  a  1349  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  b052 .  5  00 

Milk  a  1978  .  50  00 

Milk  18372  .  50  00 

Milk  a4854  .  50  00 

Milk  18323  .  50  00 

Milk  18317  .  50  00 

Milk  16339  .  50  00 

Cream  a4352  .  50  00 

Milk  a 32 45  .  50  00 

Milk  al97G  .  50  00 

C.  F.  2360  .  50  00 

Milk  18318  .  50  00 

Milk  a4951  .  100  00 

V inegar  a2411  . 

Milk  20121  .  50  00 

Milk  18374  .  50  00 

Milk  a 62 4  .  50  00 

Milk  20130  .  50  00 

Evaporated  Apples 

a  12 10  50  00 

Milk  a 2602  .  50  00 

Milk  a2844  .  50  00 

Oleo  272  .  50  00 

Bob  Yea  1  3613-3621 . .  20  00 

Milk  a2848  .  50  00 

Milk  19951  .  50  00 

Quarantine  .  50  00 

Milk  18373  .  50  00 


Costs 


$10  00 


50 


270 


ItEPOKT  OF  THE  AtTOILN  EY-G  EXEEAL 


Defendant 


George  A.  Boyce 
©  «/ 


Louis  C. 


Rochester  Drug  Merchants  Ex 


change 


Isaac  Deligistisch 


Violation 

Penalty 

.  Hamburg  Steak  a227. 

$50  00 

.  Milk  al847  . 

50  00 

.  Quarantine  .... 

50  00 

50  00 

.  Milk  19972 

Milk  19264  .  . 

50  00 

.  Milk  19202 

50  00 

.  Bob  Veal  3726-3730.. 

10  00 

.  Milk  aSOOl  . 

50  00 
50  00 

.  Milk  a878  . 

.  Milk  20125  _ 

50  00 

50  00 

.  Milk  a4342  . 

.  Lemon  a  1379  . 

50  00 

.  Milk  a  1229  . 

50  00 

Bob  Veal  1)279,  b576. 

20  00 

Milk  a 37 7 8  . 

50  00 

,  (  ream  a 8004  . 

50  00 

Milk  a 8 055  . 

50  00 

Milk  a 8 054  . 

50  00 

Milk  a  1864  . 

.10  1)0 

Bob  \  eal  2514.  2515, 

2516,  1)560,  b228, 

1)481.  1.951,  b479. 

1)965  . 

30  00 

Milk  a2840  . 

50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4999.. 

50  00 

Ext.  Vanilla  a  194.... 

50  00 

Milk  a  1259  . 

50  00 

Milk  a2753  . 

50  00 

Milk  a21 61  . 

50  00 

Milk  a2102  . 

50  00 

Milk  20281  . 

50  00 

Milk  18986  . 

50  00 

Milk  a  1623  . 

50  00 

Milk  a2954  . 

100  00 

Milk  19567  . 

50  00 

Cream  365  . 

50  00 

Milk  a27 65  . 

50  00 

Bol)  Veal  2575 . 

3  00 

Bob  Neal  1>631,  b632. 
b033,  b634,  1)956, 

bl513,  1)1514.  1)1570. 

3053.  3054.  3727 _ 

30  00 

Milk  20129  . 

50  00 

Milk  a2143  . 

50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  -1547  . 

50  00 

Costs 


$7  00 
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Defendant 

Violation 

Penalty 

T.  H.  Gil  lice . 

Bob  Veal  2589,  3721, 

3612,  2583,  3610, 

3609,  3720,  2586, 

3611,  3623,  3615 _ 

$60  00 

Childs  Co . 

.  Milk  a3151.  a3173, 

a3196,  a 3532  . 

400  00 

George  Geier  . 

.  Milk  a3365  . 

100  00 

Frank  Mingle  . 

.  Milk  a 8 053  . 

50  00 

Robert  Camp  . 

.  Bob  Veal  3883,  3886, 

1)590,  2723,  3619 _ 

30  00 

Mrs.  Anna  K.  Schultz . 

.  Bob  Veal  b958,  b972, 

b914,  1)952,  1)900, 

b720  . 

50  00 

M.  Levy  . 

.  Milk  a3104  . 

50  00 

Paul  Peisker  . 

.  Milk  a3790  . 

50  00 

William  M.  Foster . 

.  Milk  a3789  . 

50  00 

Charles  McCarthy  . 

.  Milk  a4952  . 

50  00 

G.  W.  Hinman . 

.  Bob  Veal  1)1655,  bl658. 

50  00 

Charles  W.  Woodman . 

.  Milk  a4314  . 

100  00 

S.  E.  Prior . 

.  Bob  Veal  8907 . 

10  00 

F.  H.  Butterworth . 

.  Milk  16556  . 

50  00 

Frank  H.  Butterworth . 

.  Milk  16530  . 

50  00 

Waclaw  Krolikowski  . 

•  Bob  Veal  bl556,  1)1557, 

1)1558,  bl559  . 

40  00 

Peter  Pangalides  . 

-  Lard  a4198  . 

50  00 

Turkish  &  Arabian  Coffee  Co. 

.  Kin  g  George  Coffee 

Comp.  a381  . 

50  00 

T.  Wertheimer  &  Son . 

.  Pure  Ground  Mace  Nut- 

megs  al315  . 

50  00 

Church  &  Seibert . 

Evaporated  A  |)  j)  1  e  s 

a  1215 . 

50  00 

Edgar  G.  Youmans . 

.  Milk  14969  . 

100  00 

Frank  E.  Davis . 

.  Cider  Vinegar  a554. . . 

50  00 

D.  H.  Blowers . 

.  Bob  Veal  bl666 . 

10  00 

.T.  1ST.  Brola . 

.  Bob  Veal  b789,  b799, 

1)638,  1)639,  b640, 

1)641,  1)642,  b643, 

1)750,  1)751,  b752, 

b753  . 

25  00 

A.  B.  Wheeler . 

.  Bob  Veal  2788,  3633, 

3632,  3631,  3630 _ 

50  00 

James  H.  Wilson . 

.  Milk  19973  . 

50  00 

Elwood  D.  Noxon . 

.  Milk  16341 

50  00 

Antona  Catranio  . 

.  Lard  a2712 

50  00 

I.  X.  L.  Lunch . 

.  Milk  a 3308  . 

50  00 

George  Heisler  . 

.  Milk  20376  . 

50  00 

Harry  Wagner  . 

.  Milk  19564  . 

50  00 

•T.  W.  Turner . 

.  Cream  210-214  . 

100  00 

Myron  Lampliore  &  Henry 
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Costs 


$52  00 
15  00 


8  00 


7  00 


Crego 


Milk  18324 


25  00  on  a/e 
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Defendant 

James  Maloney . 

Herman  Julius  Ganns . 

Peter  D.  Manning . 

Kost  Drevas  &  Co . 

Francis  Camerden  Co . 

John  Scott . 

Charles  T.  Van  Keuren . 

Olin  V.  Kelly . 

Warner  S.  Kiminey . 

John  Koncos  . 

F.  G.  Taylor . 

Detroit  Lunch  . 

Astoria  Lunch  Room . 

High  Ground  Dairy  Co . 

Ballagh  &  Sattler . 

S.  Pomrance  . 

J.  Brown  . 

John  Weising  . 

James  McCarthy  . 

Herman  Parnass  . 

Frederick  Reichheimer  . 

George  Travis  . 

Stumpp  &  Walter  Co . 

Chester  and  Edward  W.  Clor.. 

I  lie  Echo  Baker  and  Lunch... 

Baltimore  Dairy  Lunch . 

Colonial  Restaurant  . 

Michael  J.  Fugle . 

William  Friedman  . 

Ezekiel  Fancher  . 

Sam  Simonson  and  Max  Wex- 

ler  . 

George  M.  Warren...; . 

W.  D.  Tripp . 

Tillie  Jaflfe  . 

Tony  Parise  . 

A.  Rebscher  . 

Salvatore  Battaglia  . 

Theodore  Michaelson  . 


Violation 

Penalty 

Oleo  a  1403  . 

$50 

00 

Oleo  a2556  . 

50 

00 

Butter  a23'5  . 

50 

00 

Oleo  a2G02  . 

50 

00 

C.  F.  3066  . 

100 

00 

Milk  18309  . 

50 

00 

Bob  Veal  6150,  6151.  .  . 

10 

00 

Evaporated  Apples, 

a  1 2 1 8 . 

50 

00 

Milk  a2017  . 

50 

00 

Oleo  a2165  . 

50 

00 

Cream  211  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a308G  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a2 166  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a3112,  a3119, 

a2990,  a2992,  a2990, 

a3205,  a3126  . 

350 

00 

Extract  Lemon  a242  .  .  .  | 

50 

00 

Extract  Vanilla  a241 .  .  j 

Bob  Veal  bl585,  bl586. 

1)1587,  1>1588,  bl589 . 

50 

00 

Bob  Veal  7110,  7143, 

9243  .... 

50 

00 

Milk  17011 . 

50 

00 

Oleo  a  1617,  a  1921 . 

50 

00 

Lard  a  1651  . 

50 

00 

Oleo  . 

50 

00 

Oleo  . 

50 

00 

C.  F.  2244  . 

150 

00 

Milk  a4402  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a3094  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a3342  . 

50 

00 

Alilk  a307 6  . 

50 

00 

Hamburg  Steak  a632  .  . 

50 

00 

Sausage  2251,  etc . 

50 

00 

Rabies  Quarantine  .... 

50 

00 

Milk  a2503  . 

50 

00 

Milk  19854  . 

50 

00 

Bob  Veal  bl532,  bl533, 

1)1534,  hi  535,  3181, 

2576,  2579,  bl615... 

10 

00 

Cherry  Syrup  a  753 .... 

50 

00 

Bob  Veal  3020,  3021, 

3023  . 

10 

00 

Bob  Veal  2791 . 

10 

00 

Bob  Veal  1>284 . 

5 

00 

Milk  a2S23  . 

50 

00 

Costs 


$1  00 


2  50 


2  00 
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Defendant 

Violation 

Penalty 

H.  M.  Burke . 

Bob  Veal  b790,  1)791, 

1)792,  1)793  and  1)800. 

$25  00 

Bonn  Humphrey  . 

Wrongful  use  of  milk 

bottles . 

50  00 

E.  C.  O’Brien  (Manager  Gene- 

see  Provision  Co.) . 

Hamburg  Steak  1056.. 

50  00 

George  Merritt  . 

C.  F.  2710 . 

50  00 

Chaffee,  Rowe  &  Kennedy . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4904 . 

50  00 

Carl  Stevens  . 

Rabies  Quarantine  .  .  . 

50  00 

Le  Verne  Wightman . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5327 . 

50  00 

( Jonro’o  T  (t^ctp 

C.  F.  2810  . 

50  00 

Bierschmidt  &  Specht . 

Oleo  a  1135  . 

50  00 

Samuel  Richardson  . 

Alilk  a3519  . 

50  00 

T.  E.  Lynch . 

Bob  Veal  1)206,  b216, 

• 

b217,  1)209,  b483, 

b212,  1)215,  b482, 

1.207  . 

25  00 

X.  A.  Kilmer . 

Bob  Veal  6781,  b202, 

b210,  3068,  3914, 

3088,  3076,  3070, 

3616,  3097,  3102, 

3041,  3032,  3024, 

3033,  3666,  3680, 

2951,  6555,  b562, 

3679,  b564,  b556, 

2513 . 

50  00 

Di  von 

C.  C.  F.  S . 

50  00 

United  Lunch  (Win.  H.  Meyers) 

Oleo  a 2503  . 

50  00 

George  Tomlinson  &  Son . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4905 . 

50  00 

R.  TT.  Robinson . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4865 . 

50  00 

Herzog  &  Brown . 

Bob  Veal  1)570,  b571.. 

10  00 

J.  D.  Heatherington . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4898 . 

50  00 

Eugene  0.  Rogers . 

Evaporated  Apples, 

225  . 

50  00 

A.  C.  .Tones . 

Bob  Veal  b290,  1)1987.  . 

10  00 

August  Von  Wieding . 

Milk  a2749  . 

50  00 

Cooke  Milling  &  Cream  Co ...  . 

Milk  a2964  . 

100  00 

Nichols  &  Webster . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4911 . 

100  00 

Hvman  Davensius  . 

Bob  Veal  bl24,  b294, 

1)296,  1)688  . 

20  00 

Leon  Nichols  . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4875 . 

50  00 

Hanft  &  Herbst . 

Milk  20455  . 

50  00 

Fred  A.  Wood . 

Milk  19651  . 

50  00 

0.  -T.  &  .T.  A.  Brvan . 

Extract  of  L  e  m  o  n 

a 1807  . 

50  00 

Bob  N  eal  b569  . 

5  00 

Louis  G  Biiehre 

Oleo  a2619  . 

50  00 

Henrv  Orgel  . 

Milk  a21 09  . 

50  00 

Malone  Dairy  Co . 

Milk  a 3 55 7  . 

100  00 
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Defendant 
August  Lindner  . 
F.  C.  Geisenhoff.  . 
Toney  Maria  . .  . 
K.  G.  Norton.... 

John  Van  Evra.. 

M.  A.  Lemin.... 
Pasquale  Cam  polo 


A.  Z.  Vandewater . 

C*.  L.  Husted . 

Wilbur  F.  Hamilton . 

Lyman  Lasher  . 

August  Yragel  &  Son . 

Amelia  M.  Olsen . 

The  B.  J.  Hill  Co . 

Luke  B.  Wilder . 

Asa  Zimmer  . 

George  Wild  . 

Henry  F.  Mott . 

William  M.  Baskerville . 

Reynolds  &  Davis . 

G.  H.  Sweet . 

Adam  Pete  . . 

Stanley  Albrecht  . 

Verasci  Bros . 

Reuben  E.  Hamblet . 

B.  J.  McMullen." . 

South  Shore  Growers  A  Ship¬ 
pers’  Association . 

Mrs.  J.  Lingenberg . 

Samuel  A.  Gibson . 

Henry  S.  Eldridge . 

Mrs.  Retta  Roberts . 

Briggs  Bros.  &  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  C'o . 

Wedger  Xeustadt  . 


Violation  Penalty 

Pork  Sausage  a 1053...  $50  00 

C.  F.  3004  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  1034 .  10  00 

Bob  Veal  3051,  3952, 

3303,  3059,  3000, 

3078,  3081  35  00 

Bob  Veal  1)1070.  blG72. 

bl007  .  30  00 

Vanilla  Flavor  al815.  50  00 

Bob  Veal  bl935,  bl030, 
bl937,  1)1941,  bl942, 
bl943,  1)1045,  bl940. 

1)1947.  1)1948.  1)1949.  45  00 

Bob  Veal  3832 .  5  00 

Bob  Veal  bl501,  bl502.  10  00 

C.  F.  2818  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  2789  .  10  00 

Cream  8005  .  50  00 

Vinegar  a4232  .  50  00 

Coffee  a4201  .  50  00 

Milk  a 891  .  50  00 

Milk  al981  .  50  00 

Milk  a 37 96  .  50  00 

Frozen  Trout  a  1704...  50  00 

Milk  a  1979  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4915 .  50  00 

Milk  a 25 03  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  bl957.  1)1907.  1  ()  00 

Milk  a  1 1 78  .  50  00 

Olive  Oil  a71  .  50  00 

Milk  a  1980  .  50  00 

Milk  20136  .  50  00 

C.  F.  2754 .  100  00 

Bob  Veal  b735,  1)733. 

1)734.  b736  .  20  00 

Milk  14849  .  50  00 

Oleo  a  1972  .  50  00 

Milk  a2506  .  50  00 

Seed  179  .  50  00 

Milk  a 305 4  .  100  00 

Milk  a 3056  .  100  00 

Milk  a 30 10  .  100  00 

Milk  a3011  .  100  00 

Milk  a 3029  .  100  00 

Milk  a 3030  • .  100  00 

Milk  a 2596  .  100  00 

Milk  a3378  .  100  00 

Oleo  al7S0,  a2l57 .  50  00 


Costs 


$1  50 
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Defendant 

George  Buffett  . 

Willielmina  Suess  . 

Patrick  Carlin  . 

John  Kohler  . 

Joseph  Mittel  . 

Joseph  Wenatowieh  . 

M.  W.  Owens . 

Kobert  A.  GilkinsoH . 

Leo  Xowak  . 

Wm.  F.  Reckendorf . 

Samuel  Olsen.  Jr . 

Lloyd  Powell  . 

H.  M.  Whiting . 

Brooking  &  Klahne . 

O'Xeill  A:  Bristol  Restaurant 

Co . 

Thos.  Miller  &.  Son . 

E.  Wilkins  . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

Beakes  Dairy  Co . 

G.  B.  Herder . 

Joseph  McCartney  . 

McCartney  Bros . 

Ernest  Klinge  . 

Fuller  &  Barnhard . 

Chris  Schafer  . 

William  Blume  . .  . . 

James  Johnson  . 

Mrs.  Ann  Rigney . 

Trank  Saxton  . 

Shanley's  Restaurant  . 

Peter  O’Hara  . 

H.  Winship  . 

Thomas  Kennedy  . 

C.  D.  Postel . 

J.  F.  Butler . 

John  Dondero  . 

F red  V.  Hubbs . 

Gariss  <Sc  Blackman . 

George  Wild  . 

Rirdsev  Youngs  . 

Michael  Lang  . 

Joseph  Seiden  . 


Violation  Penalty 

Milk  a2747  .  .<.>0  00 

Milk  a2973  . 

Milk  all  14  .  50  00 

Oleo  a  141 2  . 

Bob  Veal  3954,  3949..  10  00 

Milk  18322  .  50  00 

Bob  \  ^al  bl560,  bl561 .  10  Cut 

Process  Butter  a 1232. . 

Milk  a  1239  .  50  00 

Oleo  a  1409  .  50  00 

Milk  a 1230  . 

Milk  a436  50  00 

Pork  Sausag*  al"'.^  . 

:er  Vinegar  a451 

Milk  a2583 

Milk  a2559  . 

Bob  ^  eal  b264 . 

Milk  a2005  .  100  00 

Milk  a 2008  .  100  00 

Milk  a3175 
Milk  a3176 

Milk  a3177  . 

Milk  a3178  . 

Bob  ^  eal  b6Sl.  b686.. 

Oleo  a2049  .  50  00 

Oleo  a  1234 

Cider  Vinegar  4717  50  <>' 

C.  F.  2975 .  50  CM 

Bob  Veal  bl670 . 

Oleo  al4<K>  .  50  00 

Milk  all  lb  .  50  00 

Milk  16343  .  50  00 

C.  F.  2815 . 

Milk  a 3327 

Bob  Veal  b567,  b636  10  00 

Bob  Veal  bl527,  bl528. 

bl529.  hi 530  . 

Milk  10342  .  50  00 

Oleo  a  1879  . 

Cider  Vinegar  a2211 .  .  59  09 

Milk  a 3452  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  3049.  etc..  2-5  00 

Vinegar  a 330  .  50  00 

Milk  a1 244  .  50  00 

Milk  10345  . 50  00 

Bob  Veal  bl403 .  lO  00 

Butter  517,  518 
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Defendant 

Clover  Farms  Co . 

Charles  Lawrence 

Clover  Farms  Co . 

Harris  Zuckermann  . . 
James  H.  Fountain... 
Joseph  S.  Banker . 

Homer  Judson  . 

F.  Holub  . 

Vincenzo  Sparenza  . .  . 
Edward  D.  Mourin 
Eggleston  &  Shurter .  .  . 

George  S.  Hard . 

Charles  Swart  . 

Anthony  Zelanzny 
Wendellin  Bernhardt  . 

William  H.  Mays . 

Samuel  Zurick  . 

W.  B.  Cutler . 

Thomas  Lukacs  . 

W.  A.  Schultz . 

Isaac  Horr  . 

Felix  Radowski  . 

Henrv  Meininger  . 

Charles  (Chris)  Jetter 

Joseph  Rosman  . 

T.  Brill  . 

P.  J.  Rahm . 

T.  F.  Lynch . 


Morris  Levine  . 

Chester  Smith  . 

W.  H.  Waldron . 

Harry  Moskowitz . 

T.  W.  Russel’s  Bakery  &  Lunch 

Room  . 

John  Herrick  . 

Fred  Waldron  . 

George  Lodes  . 

Wm.  W.  Ross . 

Mohican  Co . 

Mario  Tasciotte  . 

Myron  Lamphere  &-  Henry 
Crego  . 


Violation 

Penalty 

Costs 

Milk  a3552  . 

$50  00 

Milk  a2993  . 

50  00 

Milk  a3553  . 

50  00 

White  Vinegar  73 . 

50  00 

Lemon  Extract  al696.. 

50  00 

Extract  of  Vanilla, 

al730  . 

50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4885 . 

50  00 

Milk  alOlS  . 

50  00 

Lard  a 1787  . 

50  00 

C.  F.  2193  . 

50  00 

Hamburg  Steak  822 .... 

50  00 

$2  35 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5233 . 

50  00 

Milk  a 2 35 9  . 

50  00 

Milk  al232  .' . •. . 

20  00  on  a/c 

Milk  a 326 9  . 

50  00 

Milk  a2556  . 

100  00  . 

Oleo  a  1705  . 

50  00 

3  00 

Bob  Veal  3744 . 

10  00 

1  75 

Bob  Veal  8136,  82229, 

9021  . 

10  00 

16  70 

Bob  Veal  b574,  b575 .  . . 

20  00  . 

Bob  Veal  bl902,  b578.  . 

25  00  . 

Hamburg  Steak  a257  .  . 

50  00  . 

Milk  a3798  . 

25  00  on 

a/c 

Milk  ,a2586  . 

50  00  . 

Lard  al67  . 

50  00 

26  50 

Bob  Veal  a53 . 

10  00 

1  25 

Milk  18320  . 

50  00  . 

Bob  Veal  b557,  bl536. 

• 

bl537,  bl538,  bl539, 

bl540  . 

20  00  . 

Bob  Veal  b20,  etc. 

25  00  . 

Bob  Veal  3624,  3625, 

3626,  3642,  2792 _ 

25  00  . 

Vinegar  345  . 

50  00  . 

Olive  Oil  al684 . 

50  00  . 

Milk  a 3570  . 

100  00  . 

Vinoo'ar  bhhh  . 

50  00  . 

Milk  a  1885 

50  00  . 

Milk  a3408,  a3411. 

n.3414  n  341 6 

100  00 

Milk  18321  . 

25  00  on 

a/c  .  . 

Ciscoes  a  1 69 1 

100  00 

Bob  Veal  hi 988 

10  00 

Milk  18324  . 

25  00  . 
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1  )efcudant 

J.  J.  Fayh  ( J.  J.  Fahey) - 

J.  J.  Fahey . 

Kanter  &  Ainsworth . 

Joseph’s  Bakery  &  Lunch  Room 

Herbert  Warner  . 

C.  B.  Hanaman . 

Emery  E.  Peake . 

M.  C.  Horton . 

J.  Earl  McCurdy . 

Sherman  Perry  . 

Albert  Mensel  . 

William  Hammer ts  . 

Hanover  Lunch  . 

Nicosia  Bros . 

John  J.  Juneman . 

George  Geier  . 

Henry  F.  Vieht . 

Adolf  Konig  &  Fred  Bliss.... 

John  Johenning  . 

J.  Camp  . 


C.  G.  Clark . 

Charles  MeGeorge  . . 

Louis  Pasquale  . 

G.  W.  Curry . 

William  Hiser  . 

Levy  Restaurant  &  Bakery... 

Charles  &  Alfred  Friend . 

Richard  B.  Kain  (Kane) . 

Robert  Schieder  . 

F.  K.  Clark . 

Alba  M.  Thomas . 

J.  W.  Gibbons . 

Patrick  Mullen  . 

Beckmann  &  Peters . 

August  Niederhofer  . 

Andrew  Kraeger  . 

Fred  Schoen weiss  . 

John  Capello  . 

Nelson,  Morris  &  Co . 

Richard  Webber  . 

Frederick  IT.  Kahle . 

Abanadal  &  Abohetab . 

Lewis  Brundage  . 

Burfeindt  Bros . 


Violation 

Penalty 

Bob  Veal  a  19,  a20,  a21/j 

| 

a22,  a23,  a24,  a25,  | 

a26,  a27,  a28,  a616..  j 

[  $50  00 

Bob  Veal  b310,  b311. .  . 

I 

Bob  Veal  3873,  3875./ 

20  00 

Milk  a3322,  a3323.... 

50  00 

Milk  a871 . 

50  00 

Milk  a2020  . 

50  00 

Vinegar  aaaa  . 

50  00 

Bob  Veal  3871  . 

5  00 

Pork  Sausage  all20... 

50  00 

Milk  a2360  . 

50  00 

Milk  al776  . 

50  00 

Milk  al790  . 

50  00 

Milk  a  1743  . 

50  00 

Milk  a2252  . . . 

50  00 

Milk  al792  . 

50  00 

Milk  a2727  . 

100  00 

Milk  a3262  . 

75  00 

Milk  17110  . 

30  00  o 

Oleo  A- 1878  . 

50  00 

Bob  Veal  b716,  b742, 

b963,  b957,  b964 _ 

40  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5160 . 

50  00 

Vinegar  B-43  . 

50  00 

Bob  Veal  8987 . 

10  00 

Bob  Veal  A- 13,  2722 .  .  . 

20  00 

Bob  Veal  6137,  6138. .  . 

20  00 

Milk  A-3569 . 

50  00 

Cream  a770  . 

50  00 

Bob  Veal  3807  . 

5  00 

Milk  all96  . 

75  00 

Bob  Veal  b774,  b978, 

b979,  b981  ......... 

20  00 

Cider  Vinegar  a309. .  .  . 

50  00 

Cider  Vinegar  a2216  .  .  . 

50  00 

Milk  a2754  . 

75  00 

Renovated  Butter  a2214 

50  00 

Milk  al320  . 

50  00 

Bob  Veal  bl668 . 

5  00 

Bob  Veal  b591 . 

5  00 

Olive  Oil  a 456 . 

50  00 

Bob  Veal  3348 . 

5  00 

Oleo  a2>6 1 3  . 

50  00 

Oleo  a2621  . 

50  00 

Cider  Vinegar  a4221.  .  . 

50  00 

Quarantine  . 

50  00 

Costs 


$10  00 


Report  of  the 
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I  >et'endant 

George  L.  Blanchard . 

Faramel  Manufacturing  Co... 

Frank  Grady  . 

IF  Camp  . 

F.  F.  Vetter  &  W.  Rasser 

William  Crispin  . 

C.  E.  Scheuber . 


P.  L.  Hawley . 

Michael  Carlin  . 

R.  E.  Eastwood . 

Sol  Ellerin  . 

Ezra  L.  Horton . 

Domser  Bros . 

Wm.  E.  Ford . 

Frederick  Pappenhauser  . 

Arby  Peak  . 

David  Cohen  . 

John  Seeke  . 

Edmund  Fischler  . 

1).  Farber  . 

International  Dairy  Co . 

James  O’Hara  . 

Jewett  A.  Whitbeck . 

Jacoby  Bros . 

John  Johnson  . 

A.  German  &  Bros . 

Petrotta  &  Co . 

W.  H.  Cook . 

York  Flotel  . 

Mrs.  Mary  Weyter . 

Louis  Ficken  . 

Cook  Milk  &  Cream  Co . 

T.  F.  Lynch . 

Simon  Moritz  . 

Robert  Mullen  . 

Frank  Rogers  . 

Nichol  Perniciar  . 

Antonio  Bova  . 

Charles  H.  Knapp . 

Shepard  &  Plant . , 

Louis  Habulin  . 


Violation  Penalty 

Milk  15737  .  $50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  7308 .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  b635 .  5  00 

Bob  Veal  3805,  3806, 

b291  .  30  00 

Sweet  Pickles  a265  .  .  .  .  50  00 

Oleo  a  1526 .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  10040,  7137, 

1)1541,  bl542,  bl543, 
hi  544,  hl545,  2507, 

3043  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  2989 .  10  00 

Oleo  a2756,  a2757 .  200  00 

Bob  Veal  3882,  b688, 

b014  .  25  00 

Bob  Veal  b651 .  25  00 

C.  F.  3044 .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  b689 .  10  00 

Quarantine  .  50  00 

Oleo  a  1876  .  50  00 

Milk  19266  .  50  00 

Oleo  a2351,  a2754 .  50  00 

Oleo  a2644  .  50  00 

Oleo  a2 186  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  bl56,  bl62.  .  .  20  00 

Milk  a 2836  .  50  00 

Cider  Vinegar  a33 ....  50  00 

Bob  Veal  b572 .  50  00 

Oleo  a 2630  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  bl989 .  5  00 

Lard  306  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  bl583,  bl584.  10  00 

Bob  Veal  2582,  2587, 

2501,  2794  .  20  00 

Milk  a3304  .  50  00 

Oleo  a  1146  .  50  00 

Oleo  a  1402  .  50  00 

Milk  a3139  .  100  00 

Bob  Veal  3058,  3872, 

3881,  3953,  3973 .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  3314 .  5  00 

Oleo  a 2 360  .  50  00 

Milk  20123  .  50  00 

Oleo  a2185  .  50  00 

Olive  Oil  a465 .  50  00 

Milk  a  1870  .  50  00 

Vanilla  Extract  a789..  50  00 

Oleo  a2643  .  50  00 


Costs 
$20  00 


2  50 


9  00 


4 
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Defendant 

Violation 

Penalty 

Vogelfanger  &  Schwartz.  .  . 

.  .  .  Bob  Veal  30  Hi . 

$5  00 

Henry  Meininger  . 

.  ..  Milk  a3798  . 

25  00 

W  in.  W.  Ross . 

.  ..  Milk  18321 

25  0(1 

.Max  Trombler  . 

.  . ,  ( )leo  a  1 605 

50  00 

Charles  A.  Dve . 

.  .  .  Quarantine  . 

50  00 

Harry  Rothstein  . 

.  ..  Milk  a2284  . 

50  00 

Angelo  Aggelakos  . 

. .  Oleo  a2171 . 

50  00 

Christ  Sperocostis  . 

.  ..  Milk  a2  340  . 

50  00 

Joseph  M.  Heeg . 

.  .  .  Milk  a3118 . 

50  00 

Albert  Elefeld  . 

.  .  .  Milk  a  1200  . 

50  00 

Caul  Hoffman  . 

.  .  .  ( )leo  a2504  . 

50  00 

F.  Van  Hovenburg . 

.  .  .  Bob  Veal  3012 . 

5  00 

W.  A.  Abbott . 

.  .  .  Bob  Veal  3885 . 

5  00 

Adolf  Konig  &  Fred  Rliss.  . 

.  .  .  Milk  17110 . 

20  00 

John  Crowe  . 

.  ...  Bob  Veal  3313 . 

5  00 

1,.  J.  Williams . 

.  . .  Bob  Veal  10784,  10697. 

10  00 

Ralph  E.  Harder . 

.  .  .  Milk  a  1066  . 

50  00 

W.  C.  Betts . 

. .  .  Bob  Veal  1)502,  b593, 

b595  . 

25  00 

.).  H.  Fitzgerald . 

.  ..  Bob  Veal  3350 . 

5  00 

W  in.  Katz  . 

•  ..  Bob  Veal  4094 . 

5  00 

.1.  Dippold  . 

•  • .  Bob  Veal  1.1494,  bl405, 

bl408  . 

15  00 

Mackee’s  Restaurant  . 

.  .  .  Milk  a 35 62  . 

50  00 

S  ( 'lend cnn  iiK»'  . 

•  ■  •  Bob  \  eal  1)6(52 

5  00 

Herman  Frederick  . 

.  .  .  Bob  Veal  10696,  1)688 .  . 

10  00 

('1ms  Bradhnry 

.  .  .  Bob  Veal  blOOO 

5  00 

Louis  W’isenburn  . 

•  •  •  Milk  a2032  . 

50  00 

Elmer  M.  Ingalsbee . 

.  . .  Bob  Veal  3835 . 

10  00 

E.  C.  Birdsall . 

.  ..  Bob  Veal  3338 . 

5  00 

A.  L.  Shelton . 

.  ..  Bob  Veal  3304 . 

5  00 

W.  Cray  . 

.  .  .  Bob  Veal  3428.  3955, 

1)630  . 

30  00 

\lbert  Stebbins  . 

.  .  .  Milk  19265  . 

25  00 

Fred  TT.  Wempe . 

...  Milk  a2841  . 

50  00 

Reter  Consiewski  . 

.  . .  Bob  Veal  bl242,  1.1244. 

bl245  . 

15  00 

\  he  Bliimherrr 

.  . .  Bob  Veal  1240  . 

5  00 

I.  1).  Brewer . 

.  .  .  Milk  a4958  . . 

50  00 

David  Howland  . 

...  Bob  Veal  2700 . 

10  00 

17.  ITowsen  . 

. . .  Vinegar  545  . 

50  00 

I.eon  Hendrickson  . 

.  .  .  Bob  Veal  b596,  1.507  .  . 

10  00 

T.  Wilcox  .  .  * . 

...  Bob  Veal  3355 . 

10  00 

Bob  Veal  bl008 . 

5  00 

Peter  Losee  . 

.  .  .  Milk  16336  . 

50  00 

Julius  Brody  . 

Milk  a 22 7 3  . 

50  00 

Stein  &  Wittlin . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  3413 . 

50  00 

At ti lio  Bresadola  . 

Bob  Veal  1.1241 .  bl243. 

5  00 

2  Til 

( 'osl s 


balance .  . 
balance .  . 


$5  00 


5  00 


on  a/e 


2(5  00 
5  00 
27  00 


280 
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Defendant 

E.  Van  Yoast . 

Arthur  P.  De  Muth . 

George  Stevens  . 

Irving  Hamm  . 

Pobt.  H.  Pearson . 

Frank  Hill  . 

Tonawanda  Valley  Milling  Co. 

Frederick  Richheimer  . 

Novelty  Wall  Paper  &  Paint 

Co . 

Elizabeth  Baker  . 

M.  D.  Bellinger . 

human  H.  Durand . 

A.  A.  Lyon . 

Oscar  A.  Brown . 

Klein  &  Bernstein . 

Wm.  Mechlowitz  . 

Willis  G.  Fluker  &  Clayton 

Fluker  . . 

Chris  Oher  . 

Chris  Oher  . 

Thomas  Szarletta . 

Earl  C.  Munsell . 

R.  Camp  . 

Fatseas  &  Samios . 

Samuel  Yaguda  . 

Palmer  Sprague  . 

Nathan  Levantsky  . 

D.  W.  Katze . 

G.  B.  Gardella . 

G.  W.  Kentner . 

George  C.  Scheidelman . 

Henry  Mader  . 

Abraham  Harris  &  Sons . 

Gustav  Kryunsky  . 

R.  S.  Halladay . . 

George  Hausenberger  . 

A.  B.  Br inning . 

Carr-Leggett  Hardware  Co  ...  . 

J.  H.  Fairchild  &  Son . 

Benj.  Schwartz  . 

Chas.  Hubbard  . 

L.  L.  Short . 

James  &  Edward  Jackson . 

Thomas  dwell  . 

M.  E.  McLaughlin . 

Anthony  Zelazny  . 


Violation  Penalty 

Cream  215  .  $50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4666 .  50  00 

Milk  19983  .  50  00 

Milk  19985  .  50  00 

Milk  a2361  .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  651 .  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4656 .  50  00 

Oleo  a2182,  a2183,  a2184  100  00 

Boiled  Linseed  Oil 

a 1030  . 100  00 

Bob  Veal  1.1969,  1)1971.  5  00 

Cider  Vinegar  503.  ...  50  00 

Milk  a4301  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  hi 001 .  5  00 

Milk  10835  .  50  00 

Lard  a4292  .  50  00 

Comp.  Lard  a306 . 

Milk  a562  .  50  00 

Milk  a2120  .  50  00 

Milk  a2119  .  50  00 

Milk  a3853  .  50  00 

Milk  17115  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  862  .  10  00 

Lard  a4300  .  50  00 

Lard  a515  .  50  00 

Milk  19862  .  50  00 

Milk  a2285  .  50  00 

Milk  a3127  .  50  00 

Renovated  Butter 

a4305  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  3362,  3315...  50  00 

Bob  Veal  1)69 1 ,  b692..  10  00 

Olive  Oil  a500 .  50  00 

Process  Butter,  a2763.  50  00 

Bob  Yeal  hi 906 .  5  00 

Bob  Veal  4057 .  5  00 

Milk  a 80 12  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  b700 .  10  00 

Agricultural  Seed  626 .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  410.  50  00 

Re  n  o  v  a  t  e  d  Butter 

a493  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  1.1997,  1>1998.  10  00 

Boh  Veal  3645 .  5  00 

Oleo  a2659  . .  50  00 

Oleo  a2036  50  00 

Milk  al920  .  50  00 

Milk  a  1232  .  10  00 


Costs 


$10  00 


4  00 
4  00 


5  00 
5  00 


on  a/c  .  . 
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Defendant 

E.  R.  Hayssen . 

Robert  Schutt  . 

Samuel  H.  Taggert . 

Lenox  High  Grade  Dairy 

(Philip  Applebaum)  . 

John  Fenner  . 

Wm.  B.  Montgomery . 

Fred  Tamm  . 

John  C.  Stapel . 

The  Hilton  &  Patrick  Co . . 

Manhattan  Butter  Market 
(Wm.  Cohen) . 

B.  J.  Crowley . 

H.  W.  Gardinier  &  Sons . 

Philip  Brenenstock  . 

Robert  Schieder  . 

Leonard  L.  Rea . 

Theodore  Martin  &  Percy  Mar¬ 
tin  . 

The  Miller -Welker  Co . 

X.  B.  Chase . 

Baker  Bros . 

1 1 .  M.  King . 

George  E.  Crew . 

Joseph  A.  Baumert . 

Seth  Smith  . 

Xewton  Lunch  . 

Edgar  G.  Yeomans . 

Wm.  T.  Reynolds  Co . 

John  E.  Meager . 

Walsh  Bros . 

E.  J.  Sterling . 

C.  A.  Bunn . 

Melvin  Cool  . 

George  Hitt  . 

Joseph  J.  Miller . 

Henry  Ellis  . 

Louis  Saslow  . 

Samuel  Storch  &  L.  Silverman. 

The  W.  H.  Dunne  Co . 

C.  H.  Jones . 

Patrick  Parker  . 

Christian  Blensinger  . 

F.  1).  Ellis . . . 

Simon  Smith  . 

A.  H.  Barber . 

Adelbert  W.  Birch . 

Louis  Wank  . 


Violation  Penalty 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4921 .  $50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  918.  50  00 

Milk  alOGO  .  50  00 

Oleo  al417  .  50  00 

01  eo  a2637  .  50  00 

Oleo  al604  .  50  00 

Oleo  a2187  .  100  00 

Butter  a502  .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed,  911, 

913  .  50  00 

Oleo  a2711  50  00 

Bob  Veal  3837 .  5  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4773 .  50  00 

Coffee  156  .  50  00 

Milk  a  1222  .  50  00 

Ground  Coffee  a2407 .  .  50  00 

Milk  19979  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4674  .  50  00 

Hob  Veal  4003  .  5  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5042 .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5090 .  50  00 

Oleo  a2801  .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  455.  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  1074  50  00 

Milk  a3052  .  50  00 

Milk  1059  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4069,  4373. .  100  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4742 .  50  00 

Milk  all  18  .  50  00 

Milk  a4962  .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  1085.  50  00 

Milk  a 495 7  .  50  00 

Milk  19981  .  100  00 

Milk  a3910  .  50  00 

Milk  a2042  .  50  00 

Milk  a2043  .  50  00 

Milk  16241  .  50  00 

Cider  Vinegar  al231..  50  00 

Bob  Veal  4065 .  10  00 

Renovated  butter  al004  50  00 

Milk  a8106  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  4041 .  5  00 

Milk  a4403  .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  977.  50  00 

Milk  a2475,  a2476 _  50  00 

Milk  20538  .  50  00 


Costs 


$25  00 


26  00 
7  50 
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Defendant 

rI  heo.  M.  Larsen . 

John  M.  Pitt . 

Henry  Wunderman  . 

Jacob  Augermann  . 

Jacob  Leininger  . 

Cunningham  Bros . 

L.  D.  Eaton . 

J.  S.  Gray . 

M.  E.  Ellsworth . 

Marcus  Folk  . 

Abraham  Bergman  . 

Robert  Cronemeyer  . 

The  Hunt  Hardware  Co . 

Victoria  Lunch  . 

Clover  Farm  Dairy . 

Martin’s  Tioga  Dairy . 

Laemmle  Dairy  Co . 

Karl  Agins  . 

Peter  Rausch  . 

Ralph  Jones  . 

Pasquale  Ferraccina  . 

Louis  Berman  . 

Hotel  Cecil  (Louis  F.  Faas)  . . 

Angelo  Paltoni  . 

Henry  Schuster  . 

John  W.  Chase . 

Ivan  A.  Bliss . 

John  Best  . 

F.  S.  Leavitt . 

Sam  &  Louis  Gile . 


B.  McDonald  . 

John  E.  Jackson . 

Garret  Warnshuis  . 

John  F.  Ahrens . 

Kenzel  &  Hartman  Bros . 

Frank  M.  Williams . 

A.  E.  Ford  &  Son . 

J.  V.  S.  Eldredge . 

Westfall  &  Lasher . 

Ivenna  &  Tracy . 

William  Walter  . 

The  Long  Island  Seed  Company. 

A.  Spooner  . 

Richard  Young  . 

Josiah  Pratt  . 


Violation  Penalty 

Cider  Vinegar  al053...  $50  00 

Sour  Pickles  504 .  50  00 

Lard  AX  .  50  00 

Renovated  butter  a4346  50  00 

Milk  3907  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  3537,  3539..  50  00 

Milk  15743  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  3470,  3948..  20  00 

Bob  Veal  4007 . 5  00 

Milk  19974  .  25  00 

Renovated  butter  a4303  50  00 

Oleo  a2656  .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  1151  50  00 

Milk  a 3021  .  50  00 

Milk  a2163,  a2180  ...  100  00 

Milk  a3358,  a3571  _  100  00 

Milk  a 335 7,  a33G3 _  100  00 

Milk  a 3001  50  00 

Renovated  butter  a  1972  50  00 

Bob  Veal  3044 .  5  00 

Bob  N  eal  3351  .  1  00 

Renovated  butter  a4319  50  00 

Oleo  a  14 15  .  50  00 

Olive  Oil  a4307 .  50  00 

Milk  a408  .  50  00 

Maple  Sugar  al547....  50  00 

Milk  14847  .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  974, 

975  100  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4635 .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  1>942,  932. 

1)941,  1)960,  bl674, 

1)1665,  a2599,  10505  75  00 

Bob  Veal  3813,  3814, 

3815,  2824  . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4841  .  50  00 

Milk  a 626  50  00 

Oleo  a2853  .  50  00 

Hamburg  Steak  al815.  50  00 

Milk  19216  .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  999.  50  00 

Agricultural^  Seed  1069.  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4776 .  50  00 

Oleo  a2370  .  50  00 

Cider  Vinegar  339 .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  554.  50  00 

Milk  a  1922  .  50  00 

Milk  a 82 16  .  50  00 

Milk  18378  .  50  00 


Posts 


$15  00 


18  00 


on  a/c.r 


28:} 
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Defendant 

Jolm  Patno  . 

Frank  Mono  . 

Charles  W.  Clark . 

John  W.  Abrams . 

Daniel  Fiedler  . 

Sophia  Rogers  . 

Fred  B.  Waite . 

George  Male  . 

Chris.  Eicehles  . 

Louis  F.  Bergmann . 

William  Ervine  . 

Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Com¬ 
pany  . - . 

Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Com¬ 
pany  . 

Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Com¬ 
pany  . 

Morris  Drug  Co . 

Thomas  Mclnerney  . 

Madison  Mondore  . 

M.  FT.  Rankin  Co . 

Will  Peterson  . 

Edward  Schimmel  . 

Ernest  B.  Muller . 

Matthews  &  Harrison . 

C.  L.  Knapp . 

August  F.  Gloger . 

Wellington  M.  Lawrence . 

Charles  F.  Tracy . 

Thomas  Wyles  . 

Burton  F.  French . 

Joseph  Habercorn  . 

Herman  Parnass  . 

Chris  C.  Eckhoff . 

Liberman  Dairy  Co . 

Newark  Creamery  Co . 

Henry  J.  Bunger . 

Frank  Loppiccolo  Co . 

Gus  Scourby  . 

John  Schneider  . 

The  Consolidated  Produce  Co.. 

Mutual  Milk  &  Cream  Co . 

Coakley  &  Meador . 

Fidel  Sauter  . 

Whitfield  F.  Seger . 

Louis  Mendelson  . 


Violation 

Penalty 

Costs 

Milk  a 485  7  . 

$50 

00 

Oleo  a2858  . 

50 

00 

Milk  1!)874  . 

50 

00 

Milk  19215  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a4005  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a4004  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a 2 362  . 

50 

00 

* 

Milk  a3916  . 

100 

00 

Milk  a5604  . 

50 

00 

Oleo  a  1527  . 

50 

00 

Catsup  a494  . 

50 

00 

Coffee  a2120  . 

50 

00 

Coffee  a2121  . 

50 

00 

Coffee  a 2 1 22  . 

50 

00 

Kazoo  Mints  a  1659.  .  .  . 

50 

00 

Oleo  a2777  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a54  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a 5564  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a 39 54  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a5616  . 

50 

00 

Medium  Comp.  a2126.. 

50 

00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5193 . 

50 

00 

Milk  a4858  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a 3921  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a8152  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a885  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a 3920  . 

50 

00 

Agric.  Seed  634,  635.  .  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a2283  . 

50 

00 

Oleo  a2402  . 

50 

00 

$5 

00 

Lard  a4215  . 

r  50 

00 

Milk  a2286,  a2290, 

a3144  . 

300 

00 

10 

00 

Milk  a 43 32  . 

50 

00 

26 

00 

Milk  16244 

50 

00 

Olive  Oil  a2709 . 

50 

00 

7 

50 

Ground  Coffee  al26.  .  .  . 

50 

00 

Milk  16960,  16961. 

16962,  16963  . 

100 

00 

Y i neon r  10125 

90 

00 

Milk  11846  . 

7  5 

00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  2211 

100 

00 

Milk  5829  . 

50 

00 

Milk  19877 

50 

00 

Milk  a27Sl  . 

50 

00 
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Defendant 

Violation 

Penalty 

Costs 

C.  H.  Ford . 

Bob  Veal  201 . 

$5  00  . 

Theodore  Kahn  . 

Milk  a2612  . 

50  00  . 

Alexander  Lippman . 

Milk  a2629  . 

50  00 

J.  W.  Pitts . 

Milk  a2050  . 

50  00 

Fdwin  ,Tndd  . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4799 . 

50  00  . 

Wplna,  F  Allpn . 

Milk  a630  . 

50  00 

Max  Swerdloff  . 

Milk  a 3871  . 

50  00 

Georfre  Kipp  . 

Milk  a2788  . 

50  00  . 

George  W.  Barton . 

Feeding  Stuffs,  4710.  .  . 
Milk  17015  . 

50  00 

John  Klump  . 

50  00 

Carlos  Ames  . 

Milk  19982  . 

50  00  . 

Henrv  W.  Adams . 

Oleo  a2747  . 

50  00  . 

Martin  Brauner  . 

Milk  a 39 30 

50  00 

Thomas  Connelly  . 

Milk  a 5861 

50  00 

William  Magrum  . 

Milk  a  3923  . 

50  00  . 

Katherine  Hauser  . 

Milk  a3471 

50  00 

Michael  Wojthiewicz  . 

Milk  a 3852  . 

25  00  on 

a/c  . . 

B.  F.  Silsbee . 

Milk  19220 

50  00  . 

Cosimo  Cubisino  . 

Lard  a4279  . 

$25  0( 

Matthew  M.  Howard . 

Milk  20133 

50  00 

John  Barkewitz  . 

Milk  a4007 

50  00 

Port  Jervis  Co-operative  Assoc. 

Cider  Vinegar  a355,  356 

100  00  . . 

Adrian  Mandemarker  . 

Milk  a 5 62 2  . 

50  00  . . 

Justus  Duffer  . 

Milk  a5810 

50  00 

John  H.  Doscher . . 

Milk  a2624  . 

50  00  .  . 

Joseph  Glogan  . 

Milk  a5853  . 

50  00  . . 

Tivnan  Lunch  Co . 

Milk  a5751  . 

50  00  . . 

Henrv  S.  Chardavovne . 

Milk  a566 5  . 

100  00  .  . 

High  Ground  Dairy  Co . 

Milk  a5551  . 

100  00  .. 

Grant  S.  Shaw . 

Milk  a3859 

50  00 

Alfred  E.  Shook . 

Milk  19875  . 

50  00  . . 

Fisher  Lunch  . 

Milk  a3686 

50  00 

John  C.  Stapel . 

Milk  a3609 

50  00 

John  Xiebauer  . 

Milk  a3874  . 

50  00  . . 

Archie  Brimmer  . 

Milk  all  19  . 

50  00  . . 

Peter  Biedekapp  . 

Milk  a2518  . 

25  00  on 

a/c  . . 

J.  E.  Bothen  (Joseph  E. 

Brothen )  . 

Frank  Planansky 

Louis  Mellen  . 

William  O.  Brownell 

William  Berry  . . 

Rennie  &  Boyer . 

L.  R.  Wallace . 


Bob  Veal  4013 . 

Milk  a2633  . 

Milk  a5862  . 

Milk  a565  . 

Milk  19873  . 

Bob  Veal  3310 . 

Agricultural  Seed  059. 


5  00 
50  00 
50  00 
50  00 
50  00 
10  00 
50  00 


$4,935  00 

William  Meier  .  Hamburg  Steak  al813.  50  00 

Angelo  Farfaro  .  Milk  a5690  .  50  00 


$73  50 
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Defendant 

M.  E.  Scullen . 

F.  F.  Hatch . 

W.  D.  Tripp . 

Malloy  &  Besseth . 

Richmond  Lunch  . 

Kryan  &  Berg-in . 

Willow  Brook  Dairy . 

Roy  Kane  . 

Michael  Wojtkiewicz  . 

J.  S.  Gray . 

Hintzen  Bros.  Dairy . 

Daniel  L.  Damon . 

College  Lunch  . 

Sabina  Bilbao . 

William  Mechlowitz  . 

John  Joyce  &  Joel  Loucks.... 

Keil  Bros.  &  Co . 

Benjamin  Rosenstock  . 

Horace  M.  Carner . 

Joseph  Sclunidbauer  . 

William  Weiss  . 

John  H.  Coon . 

Charles  D.  Wilder . 

Robert  S.  Garrison . 

Frank  Feltz  . 

John  A.  Keneke . 

John  L.  Schultz  &  Co . 

Charles  Chagaris  . 

Strobel  &  Germano  Rest . 

Central  Dairy  Co . 

John  J.  Curry . 

Frederick  Heroth,  Jr . 

Matthew  Dineen  . 

Theodore  Marcis  . 

John  Callas  &  Harry  Poulas 

Rest  . 

Beakes  Dairy  Company . 

Porrey  &  Youngman . 

Dementrio  Borboscia  . 

Mrs.  Lydia  A.  Chase . 

Samuel  L.  Smyth . 

Ed.  Shannon  . 


Charles  Ludwig  . . 
Herman  Stuhring 
T.  0.  Smith’s  Sons 
Staub’s  Restaurant 


Violation  Penalty 

Bob  Veal  271 .  $5  00 

Milk  a2622  .  100  00 

Bob  Veal  3429 .  10  00 

Milk  a2668  .  50  00 

Milk  a5647  .  50  00 

Milk  a 362 8  .  50  00 

Milk  a5957  .  50  00 

Milk  a4966  .  50  00 

Milk  a3852  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  4054,  4055. .  .  25  00 

Milk  a5954  .  50  00 

Milk  a8209,  a8210 _  50  00 

Milk  a589'8  .  50  00 

Milk  a5876  .  50  00 

Compound  Lard  a306..  50  00 

Milk  a469  .  50  00 

Milk  a2689  .  50  00 

Milk  a3699  .  50  00 

Milk  a8117  .  50  00 

Milk  a3879  .  50  00 

Milk  a3704  .  50  00 

Milk  19893  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  260 .  5  00 

Milk  a8814  .  50  00 

Milk  a3925  .  50  00 

Milk  a3629  .  50  00 

Agricultural  Seed  503.  50  00 

Milk  a3634  .  50  00 

Milk  a5959  .  50  00 

Milk  a5871  .  50  00 

Milk  a8317  .  50  00 

Milk  a4972  .  50  00 

Milk  16245  .  50  00 

Milk  a5589  .  50  001 

Milk  a5577  .  50  00 

Milk  a2691  .  100  00 

Milk  a8313  .  50  00 

Milk  a5882  .  50  00 

Milk  a8171  .  50  00 

Milk  a  1128  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  10785,  10786, 

10787,  10789,  19790, 

b684  .  30  00 

Milk  a2647  .  50  00 

Milk  a5769,  a5773 .  100  00 

Milk  a5893  .  100  00 

Milk  a5878  .  50  00 
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Defendant 

Edwin  H.  Simmons . 

Fred  Ba right  . 

Wm.  L.  Wallace . 

George  Hoffman  . 

M.  H.  Renken  Dairy  Co . 

High  Ground  Dairy  Co . 

John  Knoblock  . 

Hugo  C.  Shulz . 

Reids  Union  Dairy  Co . 

C.  T.  Quackenbush . 

John  D.  Smith . 

David  Rosenthal  . 

Geo.  Deeg  &  Henry  Galliveit. 

Meyer  Zausner  . 

Joseph  Kalmer  . 

Isador  Schneider  . . 

Nathan  Sootin  . 

Bartholomew  Stolz  . 

Frederick  Hartneck  . 

Fred  Ehlenherger  . 

Thomas  Jamieson  . 

Foster  W.  Lewis  &  Louis  J. 

Poland  . 

Victor  Symond  . 

Thomas  Welch  . 

Stumpp  &  Walter  Co . 

John  F.  McCauley . 

M.  Tulle r  &  Son . 

Brighton  Place  Dairy  Co . 

William  Michaelsen  . 

Tietjen  Bros . 

Empire  State  Dairy  Company.  . 
Estate  of  Stephen  IT.  Parker.. 

John  H.  Doscher . 

G.  F.  (Charles  F.)  McGowan.. 

Ray  IT.  Bardeen . 

IT.  W.  Gordinier  &  Sons  Co.  .  . 

General  Flour  &  Feed  Co . 

Varysburg  Milling  Co . 

H.  Raymond  Shipman . 

Dorchester  &  Rose . 

Thomas  C.  Smith . 

Borden’s  Condensed  Milk  Co.  . 


Violation  Penalty 

Milk  19879  .  $50  00 

Milk  19896  .  50  00 

Milk  a2770  .  50  00 

Milk  a4970  .  50  00 

Milk  a5601,  a5576,  a5570  300  00 

Milk  a 3630  .  100  00 

Oleo  a*2629  .  100  00 

Milk  a8309  .  50  00 

Milk  a5678  .  100  00 

Milk  a 2 03 8  .  50  00 

Milk  a902  .  50  00 

Milk  a2775  .  50  00 

Milk  a 6 301  .  50  00 

Milk  a3718  .  50  00 

Milk  a3739  .  50  00 

Milk  a 3738  .  50  00 

Milk  a3740,  a3741 .  50  00 

Milk  a 2 65 1  .  50  00 

Milk  a 2632  .  50  00 

Milk  a 2 638  .  50  00 

Milk  a4 18  .  50  00 

Milk  a4016  .  50  00 

Milk  a4706  .  50  00 

Milk  a4344  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  3859 .  100  00 

Milk  a2623  .  50  00 

Cider  Vinegar  834 .  50  00 

Cream  a8017  .  50  00 

Milk  a3700,  a3694 .  100  00 

Milk  a3705.  a3742.  a6259  150  00 

Milk  a5614,  a6217 .  200  00 

Boiled  Linseed  Oil 
a2863,  Spirits  of  Tur¬ 
pentine  a2862  .  100  00 

Milk  a5 85 9  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  3072  .  10  00 

Milk  a4404  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4774 . 1 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4733 . J.  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4687 . J 

Milk  a 39 52  .  50  00 

Spirits  of  Turpentine 

a2875  .  100  00 

Spirits  of  Turpentine 

a2885  .  100  00 

Milk  a 56 40  .  100  00 


Costs 
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Defendant 

Win.  F.  Schmanke . 

Frank  Stinsman  . 

Stappenbeck  Bros . 

Globe  Molasses  Feed  Co . 

Conklin  &  Strong . 

E.  A.  Brower . 

Ifurlan  IF.  Hopkins . 

John  Matulaitis  . 

.Joe  Freundschuh  . 

E.  A.  Conklin . 

Otto  Staub  . 

Clarence  Brand  . 

Peter  Kraus  . 

Maple  Leaf  Dairy . 

Henry  E.  Wood . 

Joseph  Richmond  &  Jacob 
Madison  . 

Harry  Caslev  . 

John  A.  Reynolds . 

W  illiam  Schutz,  Jr . 


Benson  Brothers  . 

Samuel  Weisel  . 

W.  J.  Fitzgerald . 

John  W.  Rebschlager .  .  . 

Max  Smith  . 

Frank  F.  Hatch . . 

Kimmelman  Bros . 

Ernest  Gallo  . 

Herbert  .J.  Sanford . 

Ferdinand  Rosenbuseh  . 

L.  C.  Hatch  &  Sons . 

Lauritz  C.  Rasmussen.. 
Lenox  High  Grade  Dairy 

R.  O.  Whitney . 

F.  M.  Johnson  Co . 


Violation 

Spirits  of  Turpentine 

aOOl  . 

Oleo  a353  . 

C.  F.  4508 . 

C.  C.  F.  S  3861 . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5171 . 

Spirits  of  Turpentine 

a2886  . 

Milk  a8024  . 

Milk  19217-19218  . 

Milk  a8 112 . 

Milk  a  1127 . 

Milk  a8 113 . 

Milk  a 8 022  . 

Milk  a4025  . 

Cream  a5909  . 

Milk  a631 . 


Penalty  Costs 

$100  00  . 

50  00  . 

50  00  . 

50  00  . 

50  00  . 

100  00  . 

50  00  . 

25  00  on  a/c  . . 

50  00  . 

100  00  . ; . 

50  00  . 

50  00  . 

50  00  . 

50  00  . 

50  00  . 


Orange  a4299  .  50  00 

Boh  Veal  blG73 .  40  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4700 .  50  00 


Bob  Veal  b759,  1)758, 
1)757,  1)750,  b755,  b754, 
h700,  1)795,  b087,  1)780, 
b784,  b782,  b781,  b096, 
1)095,  b582,  1)583,  1)581, 
1)580,  b585,  b579,  b578, 
b279,  1)790,  3944,  808, 
809,  894,  877,  871,  875, 


895,  879  . 

1 00  00  . 

Renovated  Butter  a  18 12 

55  00  . 

Mustard  a492  .  55  00 


Bob  Veal  1)977  and 


1)980  . 

25 

00 

Milk  a3941  . 

25 

00 

on  a/c  . . 

Milk  a 58 81  . 

100 

00 

Cream  a5809  . 

50 

00 

Renovated  Butter  a4301 

50 

00 

Renovated  Butter  a  39.3  9 

50 

00 

Agricultural  Seed  701 

and  70>2  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a5568  . 

50 

00 

Agricultural  Seed  005.  . 

50 

00 

Milk  a5912,  a5913 . 

50 

00 

Oleo  all42,  a2710  and 

a2712  . 

150 

00 

$22  50 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4028,  4629 .  . 

50 

00 

Agricultural  Seed  757. 

50 

00 

2SS 
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Defendant 


Frank  Brockway  &  Wm. 


H.  E. 


^  o'3  AVCU1C1 

Albert  Woefel 
Charles  Forst 


Jacob  Schied 


W.  J. 


Thomas  D.  Montague .  Milk 

James  Mayo  . 

Matilda  Armstrong  . 


Violation 

Penalty 

Costs 

.  .  .  Vanilla  a461  . 

$50  00 

$5  01 

.  .  .  Oleo  a2180 . 

50  00 

5  01 

.  .  .  Milk  17 123 . 

50  00 

50  00 

.  . .  Milk  a2631  . 

.  .  .  Milk  17122 . 

50  00 

Milk  a9152 . 

50  00 

.  .  .  Cheese  a2102  . 

50  00 

Milk  18384  . 

50  00 

E. 

Milk  a4984  . 

50  00 

Milk  a8607  . 

50  00 

D. 

Milk  a8122 . 

50  00 

Milk  18382  . 

50  00 

Milk  19453  . 

50  00 

Milk  a26G7 . 

50  00 

Milk  a2630  . 

50  00 

.  .  Bob  Veal  b974,  bl626.  . 

35  00 

Oleo,  al274,  al275, 

al276,  al277,  al278, 

al279  . 

50  00 

.  .  Milk  a8222  . 

50  00  . 

.  .  Milk  19454  . 

50  00  . 

.  .  Milk  19894  . 

50  00  . 

. .  Milk  a9153 . 

50  00 

. .  Vinegar  a4241  . 

50  00  . 

.  .  Milk  16338  . 

50  00 

27  00 

.  .  Vanilla  xxxx,  a592  .  .  .  . 

50  00 

26  00 

.  .  Milk  a486  . 

50  00 

4  30 

. .  Milk  a8219  . 

50  00 

.  .  Milk  a8330  . 

50  00 

.  .  Milk  a5566  . 

50  00 

.  .  Milk  a3719  . 

100  00 

.  .  Milk  a3677  . 

100  00  . 

.  .  Olive  Oil  1059 . 

50  00 

.  .  Milk  a2645  . 

50  00 

. .  Bob  Veal  1  >  1 7 9 3 . 

20  00 

.  .  Milk  17124  . 

50  00  . 

.  .  Pork  Sausage  a643 .... 

50  00  . 

,  .  Milk  a6124 

50  00  . 

.  Milk  a6453,  a0452  .... 

50  00  . 

.  Milk  a890l  . 

50  00  . 

.  Milk  a4030  . 

50  00 

.  Milk  a 48 5 9  . 

50  00 

.  Milk  a3802  . 

50  00  .  . 

.  Milk  a8958  . 

50  00  .  . 

.  Milk  a4979  . 

50  00  .  . 

.  Milk  a8328  . 

50  00  . . 

.  Milk  a8361  . 

50  00  .. 
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Defendant 

Janies  W.  Lambert  &  John  E. 

Johnson  . 

Andrew  M.  Feidt . 

Frank  Othmer . 

Elias  Cohen  . 

Hyman  Cherrany  . 

George  Shafer  . 

Edward  Sugg  . 

Louis  Ciavasco  &  Antino  Em- 

bracati  . 

Elmer  Peters . 

Tillotson  Bros . 

M.  H.  Ross . 

L.  G.  Smith . 

The  Thomas-Fulton  Co . 

National  Dairy  Co . 

G.  H.  Mead . 

James  Slicker  . 

Hartmann  &  Co . 

Herbert  H.  Smith . . 

Edward  D.  Bradley . 

W.  IJ.  Kent . 

De  Witt  B.  Seaver . 

Smith  &  McNeills . 

Fred  G.  Larned . 

H.  D.  Stead . 

Peter  Flanigan  . 

Chas.  Saunders . 

C.  L.  Davis . 

Chas.  Cave  . 

Hulda  Schlatter  . 

D.  C.  Burdick . 

Geo.  E.  Ray . 

George  Klapthor  . 

Cook  Milk  &  Cream  Co . 

Adam  Frey  . 

Burt  De  Weaver . 

Jacob  O’Meal  . 

A.  E.  Ogden . 

Max  Fromer  . 

Tsaac  Kramer  . 

Samuel  Gelb  . 

James  TT.  Wisner . 

Louis  Ciavasco  &  Antino  Em- 

bricati  . 

John  TTackley  . 


Violation  Penalty 

Milk  a8121  .  $50  00 

Milk  a 4 02 4  .  50  00 

Milk  a 5629'  .  50  00 

Milk  a2700  .  50  00 

Pure  Fruit  Orange 

a4269  .  50  00 

Milk  a 8223  .  50  00 

Milk  a 3 869  .  50  00 

Milk  a7707  .  50  00 

Oleo  a2764  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  238  and  242.  10  00 

Cheese  a2103  .  50  00 

Cream  168  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  iS.  5167 .  50  00 

Milk  a5599,  a6900, 

a0901  .  100  00 

Milk  a49 8 1  .  50  00 

Milk  1852  .  50  00 

Evaporated  Apples 

a  1200  .  50  00 

Milk  a8218  .  50  00 

Milk  a 7 005  .  50  00 

Milk  a904  .  50  00 

Milk  a2371  .  50  00 

Milk  a5930  .  50  00 

Milk  a4975  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  9  and  10....  10  00 

Milk  19892  .  50  00 

Milk  a5102  .  50  00 

Milk  18385  .  50  00 

Milk  a 4 98 7  .  50  00 

Milk  a5922  .  50  00 

Milk  a903  . 50  00 

Milk  a 49 80  .  50  00 

Milk  a3671  .  50  00 

Milk  a5565  .  100  00 

Milk  a8 1 8 1  .  50  00 

Milk  a8180  .  50  00 

Milk  a8177  .  50  00 

Milk  19225,  19226  _  50  00 

Milk  a6281  .  50  00 

Milk  a 645 8  .  50  00 

Milk  a 6 303  .  50  00 

Milk  a7261  .  50  00 

Milk  a5848  .  50  00 

Milk  a 205 8  .  50  00 


289 

Costs 

$5  00 


10 


200 
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Defendant 

W.  H.  Ferguson  &  Son . 

Patrick  J.  Dwyer . 

N.  F.  Niles . 

Patrick  Sullivan . 

Richard  Hoff  and  Isaac  Van 

Gys  . 

H.  L.  Eckert . 

John  Frank  . 

Schwadron  &  Hann . 

X.  J.  Lund . 

Mark  Whittemore  . 

Otis  Atwood  &  C.  P.  Tavlor.. 

Joseph  Raynor  . . 

Nicholas  Niatiotis . 

George  Feidt . 

D.  A.  Salsbury . 

James  Van  As . 

McDermott  Dairy  Co. . 

Henry  Hunken  . 

McDermott  Dairy  Co . 

McDermott  Dairy  Co . 

McDermott  Dairy  Co . 

McDermott  Dairy  Co . 

J.  M.  Landis  &  Co . 

Eisenstab  &  Herman . 

Phoenix  Lunch  . 

Phoenix  Lunch  . 

Phoenix  Lunch  . 

Brady,  Tritt,  Inc .  . 

Tritt  &  Co . 

William  Bookman  &  Son . 

William  Boschen  .  . 

Daniel  McCord  &  Son . 

Robert  Gebhardt  . 

Chas.  W.  Meyn . 

Joseph  Furlong . 

Roy  Kane  . . 

Arnold  Budde  . 

John  Lang  . 

Peter  Golde  . 

Mrs.  Harriet  Gilchrist . 

Howes  Loper  . 

James  Eely  . 

Frank  Green  . 

Edgar  Owens  . 

Abraham  Sonnenblick  . 

Steinbrenner  &  Goeben . 

Jacob  Tannenbaum  . 


Violation  Penalty 

Agricultural  Seed  1010  $50  00 

Milk  a4850  .  50  00 

Milk  a4801  .  50  00 

Milk  a2365  .  50  00 

Milk  a8179  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5018 .  50  00 

Milk  a 82 17  . 50  00 

Milk  a  8805,  a8812, 

a8813  .  50  00 

Milk  a4989  .  50  00 

Milk  a  1990  .  50  00 

Milk  a5101  .  50  00 

Milk  a3885  .  50  00 

Milk  a 7220  .  50  00 

Milk  a 40 30  .  50  00 

Milk  a2057  .  *50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4883 .  50  00 

Milk  18803  .  100  00 

Milk  a2102  .  100  00 

Milk  a 35 2 3  .  100  00 

Milk  a2980  .  50  00 

Milk,  a  1731  .  50  00 

Milk  a30S2  .  50  00 

Milk  a3148  .  50  00 

Milk  a 34 10  .  50  00 

Milk  a 35 16  .  50  00 

Milk  a3517  .  50  00 

Milk  a 351 8  .  50  00 

Milk  a3147  .  50  00 

Milk  a2 101  .  50  00 

Milk  a5590  .  50  00 

Milk  a5588  .  50  00 

Milk  a 7 259  .  50  00 

Milk  a 5 844  .  50  00 

Milk  a3040  .  50  00 

Milk  a7413  .  50  00 

Milk  a4978  .  50  00 

Milk  aOlll  .  50  00 

Milk  aO  1 1 5  .  50  00 

Milk  a3499  .  50  00 

Milk  a2059  .  50  00 

Milk  a4 1 5 1  .  50  00 

Milk  a 89 05  .  50  00 

Milk  a059  .  100  00 

Bob  Veal  810 .  5  00 

Milk  a5798  .  50  00 

Milk  a3488  .  50  00 

Milk  a 34 9 8  .  50  00 


Costs 
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Defendant 

Herman  Striegler  . 

John  W.  Phillip,  Pres . 

Law  &  Wilber,  Inc . 

Fred  A.  Stauring . 

Smith  &  St.  John  Co . 

Amsterdam  Lunch  . 

William  Schutz,  Jr . 

Anthony  Zelazny  . 

Peter  O’Neil  . 

Joseph  V.  Basher . 

J.  J.  Fahy . 

John  T.  Vanderburgh . 

Samuel  Weintraub  . 

M.  H.  Renken  Dairy  Co . 

M.  H.  Renken  Dairy  Co . 

Silas  C.  Edwards.. . . 

Central  Dairy  Co . 

George  N.  &  Wm.  H.  Oelkers.  . 

August  Hassinger  . 

Gus  Hayo  . 

Thomas  C.  Barry . 

Borden's  Condensed  Milk  Co.. 

Herman  Schroeder  . 

M.  H.  Renken  Dairy  Co . 

Herman  Bandurek  . 

F.  B.  Rae  Company . 

F dgar  Bartlett  . 

Rowe  &  Kennedy . 

Charles  H.  Gaab . 

Michael  Burgman  . 

Frank  Sheehan  . 

Dietrich  &  Son . 

John  Bauman  . 

Solomen  Bagdonowsky  . 

Alonzo  B.  Slack . 

Olaf  Bensen  . 

Clarence  L.  Mills . 

George  Badam  . 

George  Schwartz  . 

John  Handlin  . 

Otto  Wetzel  . 

Frank  Plimpton  . 

William  Prange  . 

Isaac  Sussman  . 

Frank  Bokhant  . 

Isidor  Schneider  . 

Joseph  Kahaner  . 

Louis  Betzel  &  Jos.  Gaertner.. 


Violation  Penalty 

Milk  a3500  .  $50  00 

Milk  a 3625  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  4812  .  50  00 

Milk  19268  .  50  00 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5025 .  50  00 

Milk  a3673  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  2911 .  10  00 

Milk  a  1232  .  20  00 

Milk  a2031  .  50  00 

Milk  a3887  .  50  00 

Bob  Veal  236 .  10  00 

Milk  a9154  .  50  00 

Milk  a5793  .  50  00 

Cream  a6162  100  00 

Cream  a6185  .  100  00 

Milk  aG921  .  100  00 

Milk  a5821  .  50  00 

Milk  a7123  .  50  00 

Milk  a3490  .  50  00 

Milk  a7001  .  50  00 

Milk  19870  .  50  00 

Milk  a6169  . .  .  .  100  00 

Milk  a 2 6 1  (»  .  50  00 

Milk  a7203,  a7216....  200  00 

Milk  a0456  .  50  00 

Spirits  Wood  Turpen¬ 
tine  a223  .  100  00 

Boh  Veal  b608,  etc....  10  00 

C.  C.  F.  S,  4012 .  50  00 

Milk  a7 117  .  50  00 

Milk  a6327  .  50  00 

Milk  a7257  .  50  00 

Milk  a6962  .  50  00 

Milk  a8214  .  50  00 

Milk  a 62 84  .  50  00 

Milk  a  1992  .  50  00 

Milk  a7222  .  50  00 

Milk  a  1091  .  50  00 

Milk  all 35  .  50  00 

Milk  a7351  .  '  50  00 

Milk  a'8'84  .  50  00 

Milk  a5856  .  50  00 

Milk  11460  .  50  00 

Milk  a6964  .  50  00 

Milk  a 8 96 2  .  50  00 

Milk  aOl 37  . .  50  00 

Milk  a 64 6 8  .  50  00 

Milk  a6469,  a6470  _  50  00 

Milk  aO  152  .  50  00 
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Costs 


balance 


$26  00 
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Defendant 

Henry  Coors  . 

•Jonathan  E.  Smith . 

Cooke  Milk  &  Cream  Co. 

Charles  H.  Gaab . 

Delos  Riphenburgh  . 

Max  Kurtz . 

Michael  Borgia . 

Daniel  Connor  . 

Thomas  A.  Ridsdale . 

Hanford  Bros . 

Raphael  Nathanson . 

Ellis  &  Moore . 

Tioga  Mill  &  Elevator  Co 


A'iolation 

Milk  a 349 6  . 

Milk  a4038  . 

A1  i  lk,  aoo91,  ROt)9-j 

a5595,  a6195,  a6910  . 

Milk  all 36  . 

Milk  a9157  . 

Milk  a6461  . 

Lard  a499  . 

Milk  all 32  . . 

Milk  20134  . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5019 . 

Milk  a5597  . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5219 . 

C.  C.  F.  S.  5213 . 


Penalty 
$50  00 
50  00 

200  00 
50  00 
50  00 
50  06 
50  00 
50  00 
50  00 
50  00 
50  00 
50  00 
50  00 


JUDGMENTS  COLLECTED  DURING  THE  YEAR 


Defendant  Violation 

Nathan  Gri filer . Vinegar  985  . 

Solomon  H.  Wohlberg . Milk  20481  . . 

Epefanio  Gugliotta  . Vinegar  109.  On  account.. 

Isaac  Lacliignisky  . Milk  a  1736  . 

Petro  Perciacanto  . Lard  a91.  On  account . 

Spero  Gretes  . Milk  a2329.  On  account.  .  . 

Chris  Spiros  . Milk  a2328.  On  account.  .  .  . 

Meyer  Gabriel . Vinegar  a  1673.  On  account, 

Benjamin  Schwartz  &  Hyman 

Neiverth  . Milk  a  17 18 . 

J.  R.  Tyler . C.  C.  F.  S.  4040 . 

Nick  Scuteri  . Lard  6 . 

Bessie  London  &  Joseph  Martin. Milk  a2304.  On  account.  .  .  . 

Jacob  Kurzban  . Cafea  Mocha  si  Java  a916.  .  . 

Louis  Sender . Oleo  a  120(5 . 

Milwaukee  Lunch  (A.  C.  Par¬ 
ker)  . Milk  al798  . . 

Emil  Wagner  . Milk  a  1720  . 

Charles  Margcmveck  . Oleo  al241  . . 

David  Butler  .  Milk  11419  . 

Hyman  Green  . Olive  Oil  al781 . 

Morris  Smolisky . Milk  a2977  . 

Frank  and  Michael  Mamino.  ..  Olive  Oil  10001 . 

Deegan  Bros . Lard  al653  . 

Guiseppe  Contenti  . -Milk  20525  . 

Theodore  Ncihardt  . Milk  20290  . 

Jacob  Bolster  . Milk  15714  . 

Meyer  Gabriel  . Vinegar  al673.  Balance.... 

William  Adams  . Butter  a!509  . 


Costs 


1913- 

Amount 
$60  00 
60  00 
25  00 
62  00 
10  00 

27  00 
27  00 

28  00 

60  00 
173  34 
134  86 
59  50 
117  00 
117  00 

100  00 
50  00 
50  00 
288  28 
85  00 
85  00 
85  00 
115  00 
85  00 
115  00 
165  36 
29  00 
62  00 
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Defendant  Violation  Amount 

Charles  B.  Allen . Milk  13600  .  $50  00 

George  S.  Patterson . Milk  12948.  On  account .  25  00 

Spero  Gretes  . Milk  a2329  .  30  00 

Chris  Spiros  . Milk  a2328  .  30'  00 

Clover  Farms  Co . 6  unclean  milk  cans .  595  00 

James  Francisca  . Bob  Veal  a  1792.  On  account .  35  83 

Guiseppe  Siso  . Lard  a53  .  70  63 

George  S.  Patterson . Miilk  12948.  On  account .  25  00 

Dairymen’s  Milk  Co.  (Gus 

Grafenstein,  Mgr.)  . Milk  a2347  .  60  00 

Adolph  Maier  . Oleo  al868  .  60  00 

George  Wehman  . Milk  20372  .  80  00 

1).  W.  Katze  . Milk  20394  .  115  00 

Guido  Perotti  . Bob  Veal  b  1 500',  bl488 .  62  43 

Fred  A.  Geib . , . Bologna  Sausage  a308 .  142  07 

H.  Goodell  . Bob  Veal  a840,  etc.,  a822,  etc.  On 

account  .  50  00 

M.  Colby . Bob  Veal  10,000,  etc.,  3810,  etc.  On 

account .  50  00 

George  1).  Gibbs,  agent . Turpentine  456  .  134  68 

Horatio  S.  Lingee . Milk  14968  .  185  47 

Vardaskis  Bros . Olive  Oil  78 .  107  50 

Samuel  Calama  . Milk  16752  .  50  00' 

Louis  Lasso  &  Co.  (Louis 

Perra)  . Olive  Oil  al779 .  57  50 

Abraham  Horkin  . Oleo  al230  .  55  00 

Conrad’s  Bakery  &  Lunch ...  .Milk  a3085  .  55  00 

Mollie  Glassman  . Milk  a2380  .  55  00 

Silam  F.  Zaloam  &  Co . Arab  Brand  Turkish  Style  Coffee 

a373  .  62  00 

Silam  F.  Zaloam  &  Co . Craig’s  Oriental  Turkish  Style  Mix¬ 
ture  a374  .  57  00 

Charles  Konz  &  H.  Harbinger .  Bob  Veal  3409 .  114  50 

James  A.  Miller . Milk  a3478  .  57  50 

John  Bosch  Sons .  Milk  a213S  . 119  40 

Dominick  Moncini  . Olive  Oil  415 .  55  00 


IN  THE  FOLLOWING  CASES  JUDGMENTS  HAVE  BEEN 
RECOVERED  IN  FAVOR  OF  THE  STATE,  BUT  RE¬ 
MAIN  UNCOLLECTED. 


I  >efendant 

Violation 

Amount 

Samuel  Perry  . 

. Olive  Oil  a  100 . 

.  $107  50 

Hprmnn  Pressor 

..  Vinegar  943  . 

.  50  00 

J.  R.  Tyler . 

. C.  C.  F.  S.  4040 . 

.  172  48 

Rensselaer  Metot  .  .  .  . 

.  134  16 

Joseph  Popko  . 

.  57  00 
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Defendant  Violation 

Frank  Milone  . Olive  Oil  354 . 

Michael  Busceme  . Lard  a‘24  . 

Fundanio  Bros . Lard  447  . 

Jennie  Fine  . Lard  379  . . 

Jacob  Fish . Milk  20537  . 

Isadore  Howdehan  . Milk  20533  . 

Petro  Perciacanto  . Lard  a91 . 

Spero  Gretes  . Milk  a2329  . 

Chris  Speros  . . Milk  a2328  . 

Meyer  Gabriel  . \  inegar  al673  . 

Charles  B.  Allen . Milk  13600  . 

Bessie  London  &  Joseph  Martin. Milk  a2304  . 

Jacob  Bolster  . Milk  15714  . 

Jennie  Duberstein  (violation 

originally  charged  against 

Morris  Goldberg)  .  Milk  20532  . 

Herman  Presser  . Vinegar  943  . 

Stephen  Ciszewski  . Milk  a  1151  . 

George  Kotcher  . Milk  a2230  . 

Louis  Lasso  &  Co . Olive  Oil  al779 . 

Louis  Wank  . Milk  20538  . 

George  S.  Patterson . Milk  12948  . 

O 

Max  Dickman  . \  inegar  372  . 

William  Mechlowitz  . Compound  Lard  a306.... 

Liquor  &  Grocery  Co . King  Orthon  Coffee  a378 

James  Somers  . Bob  \  eal  a  17,  8404,  8672 

William  Adams  . Milk  16161  . 

James  Francisca  . Bob  Veal  al792 . 

Horatio  S.  Linge . .Milk  14968  . 

Rubin  Michaelson . Vinegar  al790  . 

Herman  Cohen  . M  lk  a2343  . 

Herman  L.  Young . Lard  a  1788  . 

George  Kotcher  . Milk  a2230  . 

Sam  Krasnoffs  . Milk  a2742  . 

Sam  Krasnoff  Dairy . A1  i  lk  a2296  . 

John  Bosch  Sons . Milk  a2138  . 

Frank  Lopiccolo  Co . Olive  Oil  a2709 . 

George  Kotcher  . Milk  a2267  . 

George  Kotcher  . Milk  a2266  . 

Consumers  Dairy  Co . Milk  a2145  . 

Consumers  Dairy  Co..: . Milk  a2144  . 

Edward  &  Francis  Hayden ...  .Milk  20385  . 

Joseph  Silberstein  . Milk  a2341  . 

Frank  H.  Pierce . Milk  al227  . 

Walter  Albrecht . Milk  a  1233  . 

Walter  Albrecht . -. . Milk  al212,  all77 . 

Isador  Shandler  . ; J\I i  1  k  a  1724  . 

Isador  Shandler  . iMilk  1727  . 


Amount 
$58  00 
110  50 
110  50 
110  50 
100  00 
108  00 
62  00 
57  00 
57  00 
57  00 
90  55 
109  50 
160  61 


62  00 
50  00 
132  25 
100  00 
100  00 
100  00 
195  77 
117  40 
111  91 
119  72 
413  72 
125  32 

109  50 
182  10 
117  00 
no  oo 

107  50 
107  50 

59  40 
111  90 
119  40 
107  00 
115  00 

110  00 
115  00 

no  oo 

60  00 
107  50 
130  58 
130  50 
237  00 

64  67 
64  67 
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Defendant. 

Morris  Goldbaum . 

Jacob  Fish  . 

Guido  Perotti  . 

Charles  Brodsky  . 

Raymond  Alongi  . 

Maywood  Dairy  . 

Samuel  Epstein  . 

Herman  &  Henry  Bellman.... 

Leventhal  &  Mittleman . 

Dominick  Moncini  . 

Dewey  Cook . 

E.  Bartlett  . 

C.  Parise  . 

Louis  ChesenofT  . 

Louis  ChesenofT  . 

Salvatore  Peri  . 

Salvadore  Francavilla  . 

Chas.  Franogna  &  Tony  Caffaro 
Louis  Cominskv  . 


Violation  Amount 

Milk  al 732  .  $G4  07 

[Milk  a  1307  .  115  00 

Bob  Veal  bl500,  bl488 .  107  95 

i Lemon  Extract  alG5G .  107  50 

/Milk  a.3248  .  57  42 

Milk  a2192  .  109  91 

Milk  a3526  .  57  42 

Catsup  a42 1 6  . $50  and  costs 

Honey  a4237  . $50  and  costs 

Olive  Oil  415 . 02  50 

Bob  Veal  b610 .  142  02 

Bob  Veal  b608,  bGOO,  bOlO,  2721, 

2793,  2727,  2951,  b617,  b018,  b619, 
b020,  0021,  b022,  3084,  .3838,  3839, 
bl55l,  1)1552,  bl553,  bl554,  bl555  3,489  02 

Bob  Veal  bl23 .  142  02 

Milk  2295  .  02  50 

/Milk  2297  .  112  50 

Oleo  al874  .  112  92 

Lard  a4229  .  112  92 

.Milk  a2276  .  112  92 

Bob  Veal  b3970,  b773,  10201,  10202, 

10203,  10204,  10205,  b089,  bl520, 
bl540,  bl572,  bl547,  bl5G9,  bl571, 
blOOO,  blOOS,  blGlO-1010  inc _  222  57 


LIST  OF  ACTIONS  IN  WHICH  THE  PEOPLE  WERE 

DEFEATED  DURING  1913, 


Defendant  Violation 

J.  A.  Bouck . Milk  10354. 

Grant  Calkins . Bob  Veal  10870. 

C.  Stumm  . Lard  287. 

Ailing  Fields  Hardware  Co.  .  .  .  Spirits  Turpentine  29. 

L.  S.  McMahon . Milk  10205. 

Morris  Goldberg  . Milk  a23G5. 

Isadore  Segall  . Milk  a2303. 

John  Daneke . Milk  a2105. 

Charles  .T.  Philips . Unsanitary  surroundings. 

W  eiss  Milk  Co . Improper  use  of  milk  bottles. 

William  Meyer  .  Milk  a.3102. 

George  Kotclier  . Milk  al299. 

L.  C.  Rasmussen .  Milk  a3382. 

Arthur  La  Grange .  Milk  121.39. 

Prospect  Restaurant  and  Cafe 

Co.  (Morris  Goldberg) . Milk  a2305. 
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Defendant  Violation 

Carmine  Vallone  . White  Vinegar  68. 

Pasquale  Campolo  . Bob  Veal  bl402,  bl405,  bl406,  bl407,  bl401, 

bl404. 

B.  V.  Robowski . Bob  Veal  10131. 

Aspergren  Fruit  Co . Evaporated  apples  al208. 

George  Cameron  . Milk  a429. 

William  Harms  . Oleo  a2155. 


JUDGMENTS  RECOVERED  BY  THE  DEFENDANTS 
AGAINST  THE  PEOPLE  AND  CERTIFICATES  FOR 
COSTS  SIGNED  BY  THE  ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Defendant  Violation 

Albert  Swanson  . Oleo  188—189  . 

J.  II.  Marsh . iOleo  214-215 . 

Anderson  &  Anderson . i)leo  204  . 

Bruno  Anderson  . Oleo  6812  . 

John  E.  Lawson . Oleo  197  . 

Turner  &  Son . Oleo  198 . 

T.  C.  Holdredge . Oleo  185  . 

Gust  Sundell  &  Fred  Illings-  j  | 

worth  . Oleo  6810 . 

Herman  Burgeson  &  Carl  Carl¬ 
son  . Oleo  6809  . 

H.  F.  Durand . Oleo  232  . 

George  Fairmount  . Oleo  212  . . 

Erick  A.  Olson . Oleo  245-192-199-6801-2-8  . 

J.  A.  Bouck . Milk  16354  . 

Louis  F.  McMahon . Milk  16205  . 

Grant  Calkins  . Bob  Veal  10870 . 

Arthur  La  Grange . Milk  12139  . 

Pasquale  Compolo  . Bob  Veal  bl402,  bl405,  bl406,  bl401, 

bl404,  bl40'7  . 

Boleslaus  V.  Robowski . Bob  Veal  10131 . 

Charles  J.  Phillips . Unsanitary  conditions  . 


Amount 

$77  08 
77  08 
77  08 
77  08 
77  08 
77  08 
77  08 

77  08 

77  08 
77  08 
77  08 
77  08 
91  00 
189  24 
76  30 
73  44 

21  38 
62  48 
282  08 


CRIMINAL  PROCEEDINGS. 


Defendant  Violation  and  sentence 

George  Jones  .  Oleo.  Pleaded  guilty  in  Special  Sessions,  New 

York  city.  Fined  $200,  which  he  paid. 

John  Donilson  . Oleo.  Pleaded  guilty  in  Special  Sessions. 

Sentence  suspended. 
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I  )efendant 
John  McNamara 


Jacob  Gardyla  . 

W.  C.  Betts . 

Jolm  Nugent . 

Ivan  B.  Witchlev, 
Sheriff  . 


Enos  Higgins  .  . 
Harry  Groff ord  . 

\Y.  J.  Fitzgerald 


Violation  and  sentence 

. Oleo.  Pleaded  guilty  in  Special  Sessions, 

Part  1,  New  York  county,  and  fined  $500  or 
90  days  in  city  prison.  Defendant  was  com¬ 
mitted  upon  failure  to  pay  the  amount  of 
the  line. 

. Milk  al206.  Found  guilty.  Sentence  sus¬ 
pended  as  the  defendant  is  out  of  the  milk 
business. 

. Bob  Veal  b592,  b593,  b595.  Defendant  tried. 

Found  guilty  and  lined  $25,  which  he  paid. 

. Oleo.  Defendant  pleaded  guilty.  Sentence 

suspended. 

Deputy 

. Section  185  of  the  Penal  Law.  Defendant 

found  guilty  and  sentenced  to  pay  a  fine  of 
$25  or  be  confined  in  the  Oneida  county  jail 
for  25  days. 

. Oleo.  Defendant  pleaded  guilty. 

. Oleo  all44.  Defendant  arrested.  Held,  $100 

cash  bail.  Bail  forfeited. 

. Bob  Veal  b977,  b980.  Defendant  pleaded 

guilty.  Fined  $25,  which  he  paid. 


CASES  DISCONTINUED  DURING  THE  YEAR  1913. 

Defendants  and  violations: 

Roman  Stankowski,  lard,  99 0. 

Abraham  Shaffer,  vinegar,  947. 

Ignario  Marchessitti,  olive  oil,  A-51. 

Dutchess  Cider  Vinegar  Co.,  cider  vinegar,  606. 

Brunelli  &  Magilio,  oleo,  A-2154. 

Mary  Levine,  oleo,  A-1227. 

Catherine  T.  Rainer,  C.  F.,  2829,  2831,  2832. 

Health  Chemical  Co.,  C.  F.,  3111,  3112,  3113. 

Pendias  &  Bros.,  milk,  1052. 

W.  J .  G  1  ease » n ,  1 11  rpen tine,  A- 1 7 0 . 

Richard  G.  Glister,  milk,  A- 12 10. 

Thadius  J.  Herrick,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  437S. 

Edw.  R.  Cucurnllo,  lard,  A-l. 

Freda  Beck,  milk,  20473. 

Hermitage  Hotel,  milk,  A-l 274. 


298 


Report  of  the  AttopvNey-General. 


Jeremiah  L.  Reynolds,  cream,  A-1834. 

Alfred  &  S.  Merritt  Van  Wagoner,  milk,  1161. 

Frank  Griffin  and  John  AY  alley,  oleo,  171. 

P.  Murray,  hob  veal,  B-726,  B-72S,  B-767,  B-768,  B-769, 
B-770,  B-771,  B-772. 

P.  Murray,  bob  veal,  B-9  7 1 . 

P.  Murray,  bob  veal,  B-263,  B-268,  B-854,  B-853,  B-855,  2846. 
Manhattan  'Square  Hotel,  milk,  A-3395. 

Horowitz  Exelbert,  ground  coffee,  115. 

Peter  Murray,  bob  veal,  2949,  3671,  2505,  2578,  2724,  3620, 
2725,  3618,  3617. 


Frank  L.  Thiel,  turpentine,  765. 

Milton  T.  Jones,  C.  F.,  2695. 

Krause  &  Knauer,  milk,  A-2607. 

E.  F.  King,  bob  veal,  7628,  7645,  10806,  10867,  10802,  10868, 
10869,  10910,  10859. 

E.  F.  King,  bob  veal,  8532,  8533,  8534. 

E.  F.  King,  hob  veal,  3743. 

E.  F.  King,  bob  veal,  A-517,  A-513. 

E.  F.  King,  bob  veal,  A-372. 

G.  I)o  Marco  Son,  olive  oil,  317. 

Lorenza  Laveglia,  lard,  A-1785. 

\Y.  A.  Bailey,  vanilla  comp.,  A- 2 44. 

Milo  Morey,  milk,  18309. 

Ernest  Rost,  oleo,  A-2552. 

kittle  Seneca  Quick  Lunch  (John  J.  Wilhere,  prop.),  butter, 
270. 


William  Johnson,  quarantine. 

Edward  Larkin,  quarantine. 

M.  Cardinale  (Kanavagh  &  Go.),  maple  syrup,  A-1009. 
Antonio  Romano  &  Sons,  oleo,  A-2167. 

Genesee  Provision  Qo.,  hamburg  steak,  1056. 

A.  B.  Wright  &  Co.,  spirits  of  turpentine,  A-331. 

Ray  Burns,  oleo,  A-224. 

J.  Levi  &  Co.,  coffee,  A-396;  coffee,  A-400,  A-401,  A-402. 
Mrs.  Joseph  Kinitzky,  milk,  17097. 

Frank  J.  McGinnis,  quarantine. 

Henry  Schroder,  oleo,  A-1510. 
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Laemmle  Dairy  Co.,  milk,  A-3338. 

Kewton  L.  Hendee,  cider  vinegar,  A-643. 

E.  F.  King,  bob  veal,  3715,  3717. 

PL  F.  King,  bob  veal,  3716,  3734,  3735. 

E.  E.  King,  bob  veal,  3725. 

X.  Ranena,  bob  veal,  2726,  3627,  3628. 

F.  C.  Miller,  bob  veal,  3001. 

Sam  Pomerant,  milk,  20396. 

W.  H.  Cosgrove,  milk,  A-283. 

Sylvster  C.  Clark,  oleo,  269. 

d.  B.  Moffatt,  vanilla  compound,  A-780. 

J.  Palisano  &  Bros.,  olive  oil,  777. 

Joseph  Ciaccio,  lard,  A- 1780. 

Joseph  Brown,  spirits  turpentine,  1045. 

I.  Sumakas,  oleo,  A-1515. 

Jennie  Rosenthal,  oleo,  A-2168. 

Edwin  Evento,  oleo,  A-1875. 

Dominick  Faccani,  oleo,  A-2166. 

(lias.  Montes  &  Gose  Dominguez,  oleo,  A-l  873. 

Tonawanda  Valley  Milling  Co.,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  4899. 

W.  D.  Williams,  quarantine. 

Wm.  A.  McAdoo,  oleo,  A-2178. 

Henry  Mnsterman,  oleo,  A-2600. 

Cornelius  Donovan  and  Mrs.  dnlia  Donavan,  milk,  A-1879. 
Charles  A.  Wilson,  vanilla  flavor,  A -22 2. 

George  Mericle,  milk,  A-3801. 

Lenox  Lunch  Car  (Wm.  McDermott,  prop.),  oleo,  271. 

Herbert  J.  Ellsworth  and  Wm.  Richardson,  cider  vinegar, 
-155. 

George  Jones,  oleo. 

Lena  Blackberg,  oleo,  A-2603. 

The  American  Lunch,  oleo,  A-l  137. 

Louis  Cantor,  oleo,  A-2169. 
d obn  Schoeck,  oleo,  A-2454. 

Grand  Union  Tea  Co.,  ground  coffee,  A-231. 

Charles  M.  Ehrstein,  extract  vanilla,  709. 

Patrick  C.  Af eyers,  oleo,  A-2608. 

Harry  Gelwicks,  oleo,  A-2610. 

Oscar  Zech,  oleo,  A-l 620. 
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Frank  Hershkovitz,  oleo,  A-2609. 

Terminal  Lunch,  milk,  A-3522. 

J.  Levi  V  Co.,  Mocha  and  Java  coffee,  A-1702. 

Nicholas  Williams,  oleo,  A-1132. 

James  Kavanaugh,  oleo,  A-2614. 

Katherine  Cassidy,  oleo,  A-2G15. 

rFhe  Little  Hungarian  Lunch  Room,  oleo,  A-1131. 

Harris  Virshup,  essence  Jamaica  ginger,  A-4239. 

Jacob  Leipshutz,  Polish  bologna,  A-2253. 

Anthony  Brozoska,  milk,  A-1153. 

Gaeteno  Cinto,  olive  oil,  A-1G78. 

H.  W.  Gordinier  Sons  &  Co.„  C.  C.  F.  S.,  4549. 

Menus  Ik  George,  butter,  2G8. 

Charles  N.  Parker,  oleo,  A-150G. 

Joseph  F.  Peters,  oleo,  A-2453. 

Louis  Brown  &  Van  Herbert,  oleo,  A-2408. 

Francis  Streithorse,  oleo,  A-1G47. 

Frederick  and  Christine  Hackman,  oleo,  A-1882. 

Meyers,  Foot  &  Dayton  Co.,  vanilla  substitute,  A-1229;  lemon 
substitute,  A-122S. 

Amery  &  Son,  catsup,  A-4202. 

Charles  II.  Finkheimer,  oleo,  A-1602. 

Max  E  vendor  ff,  coffee,  A-470. 

Louis  Bird,  bob  veal,  3977. 

Mrs.  G.  Sherry,  lard,  A-294. 

David  Smith,  oleo,  A-1877. 

F.  A.  Mead,  glanders,  quarantine. 

Peter  G.  Schult,  vanilla,  A-4238. 

Mrs.  Rachel  A.  Babbage,  oleo,  A- 1527. 

George  Weber,  oleo,  A-151S. 

Clarence  Buddie,  milk,  A-4953. 

Alfred  B.  Conrad,  oleo,  A-1401. 

Paul  Sliandle,  quarantine. 

Max  Fuchs,  milk,  A-32G8. 

Vito  Badalouri,  lard,  A-2704. 

Morris  Levine,  milk,  19552. 

J.  McCauley,  milk,  A-284. 

James  Harris,  oleo,  A-1G03. 
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Henry  Schlemmer,  extract  of  lemon,  A-4210. 

Abraham  Reitzenbein,  butter,  A-460. 

1*0 ter  M.  Schwartz,  cider  vinegar,  A-657. 

Edible  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  aerolene  shortening. 

John  Krousc,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  5164. 

George  Dixon,  cider  vinegar,  A-341. 

Guiseppe  Farlisse,  olive  oil,  A-195. 

Giovani  Savarese,  olive  oil,  243. 

William  D.  and  Stella  May  Osborn,  milk,  A-487. 

Wm.  Frendlich  and  Harris  Meisels,  vinegar,  A-2413. 

Fidler’s  Restaurant,  oleo,  A-1138. 

Louis  Ehrke,  milkj  A-1236. 

Peter  1ST.  Varnarslias,  King  George  coffee  compound,  A-375. 
Theodore  Girages,  milk,  20383. 

Frank  F.  Tarba,  oleo,  A-1501. 

Rickborn  &  Meyer,  cider  vinegar,  A-266. 

Salter  &  Fiala,  process  butter,  A-3901. 

Bildner  Bros.,  renovated  butter,  A-2117. 

Richard  Jeggle,  oleo,  A-2761. 

William  Lost,  pancake  flour,  A-803. 

Samuel  Strasonsky,  renovated  butter,  A-4249. 

Jos.  Back,  quarantine. 

William  H.  Signor,  extract  vanilla  compound,  A-1693. 
Model  Milling  Co.,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  4587,  4588. 

Josef  Reiter,  raspberry  syrup,  A-1367. 

Fred  F.  Coleman,  cider  vinegar,  A-141. 

L.  Balter,  cider  vinegar,  A-2230. 

Albert  J.  Allen,  cider  vinegar,  502. 

Patrick  Hand,  cider  vinegar,  A-31. 

William  Blake,  extract  vanilla  and  tonka,  A- 1141. 

Conklin  &  Cummins,  C.  F.,  2294. 

William  H.  Burt,  bob  veal,  2835. 

Mystic  Milling  &  Feed  Co.,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  4894. 

John  Knauer,  oleo,  A-2413. 

Dora  Weinstein,  cider  vinegar,  A-2225. 

Peter  B.  Olney,  oleo,  A-2915. 

Peter  Gallagher,  cider  vinegar,  A-152. 

John  S.  Callahan,  lard,  A-29. 
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John  M.  Duncan,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  3385. 

D.  Heffer  &  Son,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  3763. 

William  T.  Curtain,  sweet  pickles,  A-1679. 

Max  Michaelson,  lemon,  A-4233. 

B.  W.  Otis  &  Co.,  boh  veal,  1186. 

Geo.  Koretz,  vinegar,  A-2218,  A-2220. 

Horace  M.  Davis  and  Mrs.  Louisiana  Emery,  milk,  A-461. 

J.  A.  Wood,  cider  vinegar,  A-32. 

W.  J.  Robinson,  hob  veal,  3005,  3004,  2504,  3011,  3019,  3010 
2503,  2508,  3002,  3008,  3012,  3006,  3303,  3018,  3007. 

John  E.  Yates,  milk,  19853. 

E.  J.  Brunette,  extract  vanilla  compound,  A-1640. 

M.  Donlon,  vinegar,  751. 

A.  Mullen  Sons,  bob  veal,  3741. 

W alter  J.  Lane,  cider  vinegar,  A-2215. 

William  S.  Henry,  boiled  linseed  oil,  A-1025. 

Win.  Pommerening,  boiled  linseed  oil,  A-1023. 

James  J.  McNamara,  oleo,  A-1147. 

Charles  Christopher,  oleo,  A-1145. 

Nathan  E.  Brown,  cider  vinegar,  A-35. 

Byron  J.  Tuttle,  cider  vinegar,  A-34. 


Robert  Legget,  bob  veal,  4049. 

Empire  State  Dairy  Co.,  milk,  20386. 

Dora  Mandiberg,  milk,  20541,  A-2108. 

John  G.  Popp,  maple  syrup,  A-266. 
d  as.  A.  I).  S.  Findlay,  milk,  A-2196. 

Barney  Softer,  milk,  A-2293. 

Zellner  Bros.,  milk,  A-3114. 

Michael  J.  Sullivan,  maple  sugar,  A-4206. 

James  A.  1).  S.  Findlay,  milk,  A-2172,  A-2173,  A-2174. 


Isadore  Fish,  butter,  A-1805. 

A.  Fried,  milk,  A-2149. 

Burton  L.  Darby,  cider  vinegar,  A-1836. 

Walter  Widrick  &  L.  Aid  rick  Estate,  milk,  A-4960. 
James  H.  Smellie,  vanilla  flavor,  A-1083. 

George  Fisher,  vanilla  flavor,  A-1089. 

R.  F.  Stevens  Co.,  milk;  19563. 

II.  W.  Wood,  vanilla  compound,  A-2103. 
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George  Keith,  quarantine. 

Julia  Palmero,  bob  veal,  B-1628,  B-1629,  B-1G30,  B-1G33, 
B-1634. 

M.  S.  Cook,  bob  veal,  3071,  3095. 

William  Ronlon,  milk,  A-1884. 

Edward  W.  Guy,  milk,  A-1122. 

X ora  Perry,  milk,  A-1053. 

Fayette  Get-man  &  Co.,  agricultural  seed,  983. 

Harris  Gilman,  milk,  A-3113. 

Joe  Pacio,  bob  veal,  B-24,  B-2G. 

Harry  Ivaplin,  bob  veal,  B-G02,  B-G03,  B-604,  B-605,  B-G06. 
Kaplan  &  Cohen,  bob  veal,  6140,  6141,  B-301,  B-302,  B-303, 
B-304,  B-305,  B-306,  B-307,  B-308,  B-309. 

Seneca  Grocery  Co.,  process  butter,  A-1230. 

“  Heroy’s,"  coffee,  chicory  and  cereal,  A-1244. 

Vincent  Pritztrak,  milk,  A-1247. 

H.  A.  Mel  tae  &  Co.,  agricultural  seed,  1 118. 

White  V  Y  room  an,  agricultural  seed,  1090. 

“  C.  B.  T.  Co.,"  homogen,  A-1027. 

Alfred  Avery  &  Wilber  Boles,  milk,  A-8014. 

Herman  Sober,  unclean  milk  cans, 

Petro  Celentano,  lard,  A-4295. 

Thomas  Clancey,  Mgr.,  oleo,  A-2G58. 

Byron  L.  Grant  &  Son,  agricultural  seed,  905. 

S.  Wright,  agricultural  seed,  1000. 

Charles  Thomas.,  oleo,  A-2635. 

William  E.  Reynolds,  oleo,  A-2653. 

George  Karas,  oleo,  A-1410. 

Katherine  Buageln,  oleo,  A-2190. 

Michael  Maerkle,  oleo,  A-1404. 

Mt.  Morris  Breakfast  and  Luncheon  Room  (A.  C.  Bunn),  oleo, 
A- 1416. 

(diaries  Maxwell,  cider  vinegar,  A-2909. 

Maria  Caporling,  lard,  A-4265. 

Samuel  Fishbein,  milk,  20452. 

Samuel  Charnow,  prepared  mustard,  A-485. 

C.  E.  Van  Derwerker,  cider  vinegar,  A-1825. 

C.  E.  Addison,  cider  vinegar,  A-2243. 
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Alonzo  McCulloch,  cider  vinegar,  A-1831. 

William  Rubin,  vinegar,  10557. 

Joseph  Re  Lucia,  cider  vinegar,  A-2236. 

M  ario  Muratori,  process  butter,  A-429G. 

Frederick,  L.  AY.  Witt,  oleo,  A-2627. 

Wm.  M.  Fletcher,  Hamburg  with  cereal,  etc.,  A-1217. 

A.  J.  Scliweinsberg,  agricultural  seed,  978. 

David  Rosenthal,  oleo,  A-28G7. 

Wrm.  Jenike,  oleo,  A-2804. 

Abraham  Levine,  oleo,  A-1610. 

Antonio  Bontempolli,  lard,  A-4306. 

Herman  Oetjen,  milk,  20393. 

William  H.  McDowell,  failure  to  report  tuberculin  test  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  G4-A  of  Agricultural  Law. 

Henry  Leif  licit,  oleo,  A-2369. 

Sraulwa  Graboski,  oleo,  A-2779. 

Frank  Peters,  milk,  A-629. 

Roman  Schwimer,  oleo,  A-277S. 

Ernestine  Brand,  milk,  198G9. 

W.  H.  Murphy,  cider  vinegar,  8GG. 

George  L.  Bach,  cider  vinegar,  347. 

E.  J.  Mere,  cider  vinegar,  A-1832. 

George  Hart,  cider  vinegar,  A-2227. 

Amos  Winne,  cider  vinegar,  A-184G. 

Jacob  P.  Smith,  cider  vinegar,  A-1960. 

F.  A.  Mitchell,  cider  vinegar,  501. 

Saunders  Bros.,  cider  vinegar,  A-1956. 

Charles  Friedman,  coffee,  A-4277. 

Louis  Kalb  and  Philip  Weinstein,  egg  macaroni,  A-4322. 
Peter  Frye,  violation  of  rabies  quarantine. 

Fred  Beuerlein,  olive  oil,  A-1179. 

John  H.  Brauer,  vanilla,  A-474. 

Morris  Probber,  oleo,  A-2773. 

Charles  B.  Rottkowsky,  oleo,  A-2767. 

Joseph  Goodman,  oleo,  A-2800. 

Charles  J.  Biemer,  oleo,  A-2371. 

F.  Campanella,  red  wine  vinegar,  A-1955. 

A.  C.  Inman  &  Son,  cider  vinegar,  857. 
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Harry  Crofford,  oleo,  A-l  144. 

Max  Wolborg,  wrongful  use  of  milk  bottles,  No.  1. 
George  B.  Chapman,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  41)18. 

Edward  Euler,  oleo,  A-1525. 

William  and  John  Wynne,  extract  vanilla,  A-170. 
Eugene  Martincr,  olive  oil,  A-483. 

Gaspore  Xi  Calsi,  olive  oil,  A-505. 

J.  4).  Petrie,  milk,  15708. 

W.  J.  Fitzgerald,  bob  veal,  4241. 

T.  Mory,  bob  Teal,  A-800  and  18  others. 

Maria  Ennis,  milk,  A-2479. 

E.  S.  Halbert  &  Son,  cider  vinegar,  A-l  988. 

James  McCarthy,  cider  vinegar,  A- 1984. 

Hughey  Kies,  cider  vinegar,  A-2406. 

Panettieri  &  Loshiaro,  extract  lemon,  A-4227. 
Albert  V.  Brayton,  C.  F.,  4089. 

Square  Deal  Grocery  Company,  cider  vinegar,  828. 
Charles  Schmidt,  oleo,  A-2657. 

Kohl  &  Schubbe,  oleo,  A-2857. 

George  Schuster,  oleo,  A-2863. 

Herman  Kuvester,  oleo,  A-2638. 

Louis  Abrahams,  oleo,  A-2902. 

John  J.  Regan,  oleo,  A-2805. 

T.  Holtby,  milk,  A-9051. 

Robert  Cohn,  milk,  A-8804. 

Mortimer  M.  Mayhew,  milk,  18307. 

B.  Baker  Beef  Co.,  bob  veal,  3446. 

Fred  Smith,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  4253,  4254. 

O.  V.  Tracy  &  Co.,  coffee  compound,  1094. 

Edward  Steemnake,  milk,  A-5815. 

Abraham  S.  Shufro,  lemon,  A-4259. 

Benjamin  Warnshuis,  milk,  A-627. 

Harvey  Seed  Co.,  Inc.,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  4803. 

George  Ennis,  milk,  A-8018. 

Albert  H.  Siedenburgh,  mince  meat,  A-3937. 

G.  B.  Fanto,  bob  veal,  B-1493. 

G.  B.  Fanto,  bob  veal,  B-1492. 
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George  D.  Taylor  &  Co.,  C.  C.  F.  8.,  5418. 

Joseph  Ritter,  milk,  A-8252. 

David  Boldman,  oleo,  A-2746. 

Iiaege  Bros,  cream,  A-8010. 

C.  F.  Beeching,  cider  vinegar,  829. 

Morris  Shapiro,  milk,  A-8953. 

New  York  Lime  Co.,  C.  F.,  3696. 

Atlantic  Turpentine  &  Refining  Co.,  wood  spirits,  turpentine, 
A-5728. 

Ella  Wasserman,  milk,  A-375,  A-3746. 

Frank  D.  Eufemia,  oleo,  A-2373. 

Elmira  Drug  &  Chemical  Company,  essence  vanilla  compound, 
A-2702. 

Kinzel  &  Hartman  Bros.,  bologna  sausage,  A-1817 ;  frankfurter 
sausage,  A- 18 16. 

Israel  Zining,  oleo,  A-2194. 

William  Schneider,  lard,  A-1967. 

Max  Blum,  smeteny,  A-2782. 

Louis  Deitsch,  smeteny,  A-1050. 

Freer’ s  Restaurant,  Henry  J.  Freer,  Prop.,  oleo,  A- 1801. 
Joseph  Kirsch,  milk,  A-3903. 

Philip  Schmid,  milk,  A-3904. 

Abraham  Halpron,  milk,  A-5607. 

Seeman  Bros.,  lemon  terpeneless,  A-4213. 

Barber  &  Bennett,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  5641. 

John  E.  Jackson,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  5507. 

J.  W.  Matthews  &  Co.,  condensed  milk,  W-249. 

G.  E.  Howard  &  Co.,  condensed  milk,  A-250. 

John  D.  Muller,  milk,  A-3608,  A-3610. 

Morris  Minkow,  malt  coffee,  A-4284. 

Floyd  Walker,  cream,  A-8318,  A-8319. 

T rival  O’Hare,  butter,  A-2267. 

Fred  W.  Begent,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  5351. 

1).  L.  Ramsey  <fe  Son,  C.  C.  F.  S.,  4940. 

Rupprich’s  Restaurant,  oleo.  A-2715. 

Anna  Samuels,  lemon,  A-4212. 

Arthur  G.  Reynolds,  agriculture  seed,  767. 

Hartford  Lunch  Co.,  milk,  A- 5 7 78. 
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Joseph  Pierce,  milk,  A-8802. 

8.  Rubenstein,  distilled  spirit  vinegar,  A-19G1. 

Emil  Manz,  cleo,  A-2716. 

Mohican  Co.,  dairy  cheese,  A-289. 

The  Mohican  Co.,  cheese,  35. 

Jacob  Andrews,  butter,  A-1235. 

Win.  J.  Stewart,  milk,  19671. 

William  TIuhn,  milk,  A-2627. 

Edward  Witol  &  August  Zickman,  tomato  catsup,  A-3916. 

CASES  ON  APPEAL. 

The  following  cases  on  appeal  were  disposed  of  during  the 
vear  1913: 

i 

Court  of  Appeals. 

People  v.  Abramson  k  Fishhandler,  milk  shipping  station. 
Judgment  in  favor  of  the  People  affirmed.  208  N.  Y.  138. 

People  v.  David  Butler,  Milk  11419.  Appeal  of  the  defendant 
from  judgments  in  favor  of  the  People  dismissed  upon  payment 
of  both  judgments. 

People  v.  John  J.  Guiton  and  Patrick  C.  Reilly,  Oleo  6108- 
6109.  Order  of  the  Appellate  Division  reversed  and  judgment 
rendered  in  favor  of  the  defendants  upon  the  decision  of  the  Trial 
Term  affirmed.  210  A.  Y.  1. 

Appellate  Division,  First  Department. 

People  v.  The  Clover  Farms  Dairy  Company,  Unclean  Milk 
Can.  Action  No.  1.  Defendant  appealed  from  judgment  in 
favor  of  the  People.  Judgment  affirmed.  156  App.  Div.  939. 

People  v.  The  Clover  Farms  Dairy  Company,  Unclean  Milk 
Can.  Action  Xo.  2.  Defendant  appealed  from  judgment  in 
favor  of  the  People.  Judgment  affirmed.  156  App.  Div.  939. 

People  v.  The  Clover  Farms  Dairy  Company,  Unclean  Milk 
('an.  Action  Xo.  3.  Defendant  appealed  from  judgment  in 
favor  of  the  People.  Judgment  affirmed.  156  App.  Div.  939. 

People  v.  The  Clover  Farms  Dairy  Company,  Unclean  Milk 
Can.  Action  Xo.  4.  Defendant  appealed  from  judgment  in 
favor  of  the  People.  Judgment  affirmed.  156  App.  Div.  939. 
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People  v.  The  ('lover  Farms  Dairy  Company,  Unclean  Alilk 
Can.  Action  No.  5.  Defendant  appealed  from  judgment  in 
favor  of  the  People.  Judgment  affirmed.  156  App.  Div.  930. 

People  v.  T  he  Clover  Farms  Dairy  Company,  Unclean  Milk 
Can.  Action  No.  6.  Defendant  appealed  from  judgment  in 
favor  of  the  People.  Judgment  affirmed.  156  App.  Div.  939. 


Appellate  Term,  First  Judicial  Department. 

People  v.  William  Adamas,  Butter  A-1509.  Defendant  ap¬ 
pealed  from  judgment  in  favor  of  the  People.  Judgment  af¬ 
firmed. 

People  v.  William  Meehlowitz,  Compound  Lard  A-306.  De¬ 
fendant  appealed  from  an  order  denying  a  motion  to  open  his  de¬ 
fault  and  from  a  judgment  in  favor  of  the  People.  Order  re¬ 
versed,  and  judgment  vacated,  and  a  new  trial  ordered,  upon  con¬ 
dition  that  defendant  pay  Ten  Dollars  costs,  within  five  days 
after  service  of  a  copy  of  the  order  entered  herewith  with  notice 
of  entry.  Opinion  per  curiam.  142  FT.  Y.  Supp.  300. 

People  v.  Liquor  &  Grocery  Company — King  Orthon,  Coffee 
A-378.  Defendant  appealed  from  judgment  in  favor  of  the 
People.  Appeal  withdrawn  and  judgment  paid. 

People  v.  Carmine  Yallone,  Cider  Vinegar  68.  The  People 
appealed  from  judgment  rendered  in  favor  of  defendant.  Appeal 
withdrawn. 


A i’I’Ellate  Term, 


Second  Judicial  Department. 


People  v.  Guiseppi  Content!,  Alilk  20525.  Defendant  appealed 
from  judgment  in  favor  of  plaintiff.  Judgment  affirmed.. 

People  v.  John  Bosch  Sens,  Alilk  A-2138.  Defendants  ap¬ 
pealed  from  judgment  in  favor  of  the  People.  Appeal  withdrawn 
and  judgment  paid. 


Oneida  County  Court. 

Bert  Allen  v.  Ivan  B.  Witchley,  Violation,  section  185  of  the 
Penal  Law.  Defendant,  a  deputy  sheriff,  appealed  from  judg¬ 
ment  of  conviction  of  a  justice  of  the  peace.  Retrial  ordered  by 
Oneida  county  judge. 

The  following  cases  arc  pending  in  appellate  courts: 
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Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  United  States  of  the 

Second  Circuit. 

Matter  of  Nathan  Abramson  Aaron  Fishhandler,  Indv.  and 
as  composing  the  firm  of  Shavertcn  Creamery  Company,  Bank¬ 
rupts.  Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  United  States  District  Court 
in  Bankruptcy,  denying  the  motion  of  the  Bankrupts,  staying  the 
enforcement  of  a  judgment  of  the  People  of  the  State  of  New 
York  against  the  Bankrupts  for  violations  of  the  Agricultural 
Law.  Appeal  argued  December  5,  1913.  Decision  reserved. 

Court  of  Appeals! 

People  v.  James  Butler,  Inc.,  Vanilla  Extract,  1945.  Appeal 
by  defendant  from  affirmance  of  judgment  in  favor  of  plaintiff  by 
Appellate  Division,  Second  Department.  (148  App.  Div.  928.  ) 

People  v.  Peter  H.  Van  Kampen,  Oleo,  6383.  Appealed  by 
defendant  from  affirmance  of  judgment  in  favor  of  plaintiff  hv 
Appellate  Division,  Second  Department.  (149  App.  Div.  887.) 

Appellate  Division,  Fourth  Department. 

People  v.  William  J.  Schintzius,  Oleo,  4106.  Plaintiff  ap¬ 
pealed  from  judgment  in  favor  of  defendant. 

People  ex  rel.  Palmer  v.  Calvin  J.  Iluson,  as  Commissioner 
of  Agriculture,  etc.  Commissioner  Iluson  appealed  from  an 
order  directing;  that  mandamus  issue. 


Appellate  Term,  First  Judicial  Department. 

People  v.  Michael  Aiellos  &  Son,  Oleo,  A-131T.  Plaintiff  ap¬ 
pealed  from  judgment  in  favor  of  defendants. 
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SURROGATE’S  COURT. 


The  recent  amendments  to  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  obtained 
by  this  office  from  the  Legislature  of  1911  have  imposed  additional 
duties  upon  the  office  in  connection  with  its  regular  work  in 
Surrogates’  Courts  throughout  the  state.  Moreover,  at  the  session 
of  the  Legislature  of  1913,  this  office  recommended  and  obtained 
an  amendment  to  section  26G0  of  the  Code,  which  gives  to  the 
county  treasurer,  as  public  administrator  in  each  county,  a  pref¬ 
erence  over  creditors  in  the  issuance  of  letters  of  administration, 
where  the  decedent  left  no  surviving  next  of  kin. 

o 

The  beneficial  result  of  this  amendment  has  been  to  appoint  a 
competent  public  official  in  charge  of  the  administration  of  es¬ 
tates  where  there  are  no  next  of  kin  entitled  to  act,  in  preference 

to  a  creditor  who  would  be  manifestly  interested  to  the  extent  of 

« 

his  claim  only. 


During  the  year  1913,  352  citations  have  been  served  upon 
this  office.  Each  citation  served  entailed  a  special  investigation 
to  ascertain  and  determine  the  interest  of  the  People  in  the  es¬ 
tate.  A  report  was  made  thereon  in  each  estate  and  filed  in  this 
office.  These  investigations  have,  in  numerous  instances,  resulted 
in  the  recovery  for  the  People  of  valuable  property  that  has  es¬ 
cheated. 


Caroline  Palmer  Estate. 

Caroline  Palmer  died  intestate  March  19,  1907,  a  resident  of 
Putman  county, •without  leaving  any  known  heirs  at  law  and  next 
of  kin,  and  leaving  personal  property  valued  at  $225  and  real 
estaet  valued  at  $4,000.  Letters  of  administration  were  issued  on 
March  25,  1907,  to  a  creditor. 

Claims  of  creditors  aggregating  $2,500  were  filed  against  the 
estate,  and  accordingly,  the  administrator  commenced  a  proceeding 
to  sell  the  decedent’s  real  estate  to  pay  debts,  and  a  citation  was 
issued  to  the  people  of  the  .State  of  New  York  and  a  notice  of 
appearance  was  filed  January  22,  1909,  by  Attorney-General 
O’Malley  in  behalf  of  the  people.  "Thereafter,  the  real  estate  was 
sold  for  $4,000,  pursuant  to  an  order  of  the  Surrogate’s  Court  of 
Putnam  county,  and  a  distribution  of  the  proceeds  among  the  var- 
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ious  creditors  was  about  to  be  made  when  the  present  Attorney- 
General  came  into  office. 

The  proceeding  was  carefully  examined  and  this  office  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  appearance  by  Attorney-General  O'Malley  on  Jan¬ 
uary  22,  1909,  was  invalid  because  there  was  no  provision  of  law 
authorizing  the  people  or  the  Attorney-General  to  be  cited  and  to 
be  made  a  proper  party  to  such  proceeding.  This  office,  therefore, 
objected  to  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale,  and  the 
Surrogate  sustained  our  objection. 

Upon  the  suggestion  of  this  office  a  bill  was  drafted  and  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Legislature  and  enacted  into  a  law  validating  the 
appearance  of  the  former  Attorney-General,  and  accordingly  the 
fund  was  distributed  among  the  creditors  entitled  thereto,  and 
the  balance  of  the  fund  —  the  sum  of  $1,323.02  —  turned  over 
by  this  office  on  December  16,  1913,  to  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Land  Office. 

& 

In  the  proceeding  before  the  Surrogate  to  sell  the  decedent’s 
real  estate  to  pay  debts,  the  Attorney-General  succeeded  in  dis¬ 
allowing  $2,000  of  creditors’  claims,  and  the  Surrogate  made  an 
allowance  of  costs  to  this  office  of  $120.00. 


Carl  L.  Chamberlain  Estate. 


Carl  L.  Chamberlain  died  intestate  August  8,  1911,  a  resident 
of  Greene  county,  without  leaving  any  known  next  of  kin  or  heirs 
at  law.  Letters  of  administration  were  accordingly  issued  to  a 
creditor  of  Greene  county,  and  the  Attorney-General  appeared 
in  the  proceeding.  The  decedent  left  personal  property  consisting 
of  deposits  in  savings  banks  in  X ew  York  city,  aggregating  up¬ 


wards  of  $17,000. 

The  administrator  has  prosecuted  diligent  search  and  investi¬ 
gation  to  ascertain  next  of  kin,  but  none  have  been  discovered. 
This  office  has  petitioned  for  a  judicial  settlement  of  the  admin¬ 
istrator’s  account,  and  the  proceeding  will  be  heard  in  the  Surro¬ 
gate’s  Court  of  Greene  county  early  in  January,  1914,  at  which 
time  the  assets  will  be  turned  over  to  the  State  Treasurer  for  the 
benefit  of  a  person  or  persons  who  may  thereafter  appear  to  be  en¬ 
titled  thereto. 
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People  v.  William  II.  Siierman,  et  al, 

rJ  liis  is  an  action  of  ejectment  brought  in  Suffolk  county  to  re¬ 
cover  title  and  possession  of  certain  real  estate  which  escheated 
upon  the  death  of  Robert  J.  Powers,  a  resident  of  Suffolk  county. 
The  property  is  situated  at.  the  southwest  corner  of  Main  and 
Glover  streets,  in  the  village  of  Sag  Harbor,  Suffolk  county,  and 
is  valued  at  $10,000. 

Ppon  motion  of  Attorney-General,  a  receiver  pendente  lite 

was  appointed  to  collect  the  rent  from  occupants  of  premises. 

Issue  has  been  joined  and  the  action  is  ready  for  trial  at  the  next. 

trial  term  held  in  Suffolk  county. 

«/ 


People  v.  Mrs.  Sidney  Wood,  et  al. 

This  is  an  action  of  ejectment  brought  in  Kings  county  to  re¬ 
cover  the  title  and  possession  of  certain  real  estate  which  escheated 
August  8,  1911,  upon  the  death  of  Carl  L.  Chamberlain,  a  resident 
of  Greene  county.  The  property  is  situated  at  279  McDonough 
street,  Brooklyn,  H.  Y.,  and  is  valued  at  $10,000. 

Upon  motion  of  the  Attorney-General  a  receiver  was  appointed 
pendente  lite,  to  collect  the  rent  from  the  tenants  of  the  premises 
which  amounts  to  $60  a  month.  Issue  has  been  joined  and  action 
is  ready  for  trial  at  the  next  trial  term  to  be  held  in  Kings 

v_) 

county. 


Estates  of  Hew  York  State  Soldiers’  and  Sailors’  Home, 

Bath,  H.  Y. 

This  office  appeared  July  31,  1913,  upon  the  judicial  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  account  of  the  Public  Administrator  of  Steuben  county 
ns  administrator  of  the  estates  of  fourteen  deceased  soldiers  who 
died  intestate,  inmates  of  the  Hew  York  State  Soldiers’  and 
Sailors’  Home,  at  Bath,  H.  V.,  without  having  any  known  next 
uf  kin  and  having  personal  assets  at  the  Home.  The  proceedings 
were  carefully  examined  by  this  office,  and  on  August  7,  1913,  the 
sum  of  $1,346.04  was  received  by  this  office  and  turned  over  to 
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the  State  Treasurer  of  the  State  of  New  York  to  the  credit  of  the 


following  estates: 


Name . 

Thomas  Cassidy.  . .  . 
James  E.  Chandler. 

Louis  Coon . 

Otto  Damon . 

Michael  Eagan . 

James  Lowry . 

*y 

Anthony  McDermott 

Daniel  McGill . 

Lorenzo  D.  M,  yers. . 

James  Nichols . 

Alex.  Rainey . 

Hiram  Skeels . 

Erancis  M.  Tanner. 
Daniel  Voorhis . 


Balance  for  State. 

.  $124  54 

.  99  17 

.  79  35 

.  504  53 

.  53  40 

.  3  64 

.  1187 

.  184  01 

.  1  40 

.  7  27 

.  44  95 

.  1  40 

.  20  35 

.  210  16 


Patrick  Kiegan  Estate. 

Patrick  Kiegan  died  January  29,  1912,  a  resident  of  Wash- 
ingtcn  county,  leaving  personal  assets  of  $10,000  and  a  last  will 
and  testament  which  has  been  duly  admitted  to  probate  in  the 
Surrogate’s  Court  of  Washington  county.  This  office  appeared 
upon  the  probate  proceeding.  The  decedent  left  no  next  of  kin 
and  one-half  of  the  residuum  of  the  estate  escheated  to  the  people 
on  account  of  the  lapsing  of  a  residuary  legacy,  which  residuum 
approximates  $3,000  and  upwards. 

Upon  the  proceeding  for  the  judicial  settlement  of  the  estate 
one  John  Seery  of  214  East  90th  street,  New  York  city,  appeared 
before  the  Surrogate’s  Court  and  made  claim  that  he  was  a  nephew 
of  the  decedent.  Testimony  has  been  taken  upon  the  latters 
claim  and  the  testimony  will  be  concluded  at  the  next  hear  ins: 

•7  O 

January  5,  1914,  and  the  matters  at  that  time  will  be  submitted  to 
the  Surrogate  for  his  determination. 
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Sarah  A.  Bijell  v. 


t h e  A ttorney-G eneral. 

Anson  L.  Gardner,  and  Others. 


This  is  an  action  for  the  construction  of  the  last  will  and  testa¬ 
ment  of  Harriet  M.  Goodsell  who  died  February  4,  1913,  and 
whose  will  was  admitted  to  probate  by  the  Surrogate’s  Court,  On¬ 
tario  county,  on  April  7,  1913.  The  decedent  left  an  estate  valued 
at  $215,000  in  personalty  and  real  property  valued  at  $4,000. 

The  nineteenth  clause  of  the  will  directed  the  executors,  as 
soon  as  possible  after  the  death  of  the  decedent,  to  form  a  corpo¬ 
ration  to  be  known  as  “  The  Goodsell  Benevolent  Society  ”  to 

«y 

which  testatrix  gave  the  sum  of  $30,000,  to  be  divided  into  three 
separate  funds,  the  income  on  each  fund  to  be  devoted  to  various 
charitable  and  benevolent  purposes  and  uses. 

The  fifty-ninth  clause  of  the  will  gave  the  residue  of  the 
estate  to  a  trustee  in  trust  to  invest  and  reinvest  the  same  and  to 
pay  and  apply  the  net  income  arising  therefrom  “  for  the  benefit 
of  such  institutions  and  persons  who  may  be  worthy,  needy  and 
deserving  of  the  same.” 

The  Attorney-General  was  joined  as  a  defendant  under  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  subdivision  3  of  section  12  of  the  Personal  Property 
Law,  formerly  chapter  701  of  the  Laws  of  1893,  and  appeared  in 
the  action  and  filed  a  memorandum  contending  that  the  clauses 
of  the  will  in  question  created  a  valid  and  charitable  trust.  The 
action  was  tried  before  Mr.  Justice  Clarke  in  the  Supreme  Court, 
Ontario  county,  and  decision  was  handed  down  January  3,  1914, 
upholding  the  validity  of  the  will  and  the  clauses  in  question,  and 
sustaining  each  contention  of  the  Attornev-General. 

o  «y 


People  y.  Owen  J.  M alone,  et  al. 

This  office,  on  November  29,  1912,  recovered  for  the  People  in 
an  escheat  action,  possession  of  real  property  situated  at  95  Church 
street,  Albany,  N.  Y.,  formerly  owned  by  Catherine  Grimes,  de¬ 
ceased,  who  died  intestate,  without  leaving  any  heirs  at  law  or  next 
of  kin.  On  April  1,  1913,  the  care  and  rental  of  the  property, 
consisting  of  a  two-story  brick  dwelling,  was  turned  over  to  this 
office  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office.  This  office  rented 
the  premises  and  has  to  date  collected  in  rentals  $80.95,  and  turned 
same  over  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 
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APPLICATIONS  TO  THE  ATTORNEY- GENERAL  TO  COM¬ 
MENCE  ACTIONS  IN  THE  NAME  OF  THE  PEOPLE. 

Pending  from  last  year: 

Deo.  11,  1913.  Petition  of  Robert  Holmes,  to  bring  action 
against  the  officers  and  directors  of  the  St.  Joseph 
Lead  Company,  for  their  removal  and  for  other  re¬ 
lief  authorized  by  the  General  Corporation  Law. 
(Application  denied,  on  the  ground  that  violations 
established  are  not  sufficient  to  warrant  remedy  ap¬ 
plied  for.  Order  denying  application  made  upon 
condition  that  in  case  a  further  application  is  made 
for  relief  demanded  here,  or  similar  relief  based 
upon  disclosure  of  additional  violations  of  law  not- 
herein  presented,  nothing  in  this  order  or  decision 
shall  preclude  the  consideration  of  violations  here 
charged  and  considered,  together  with  such  addi¬ 
tional  violations  as  may  he  alleged.) 

Dec.  11.  Application  of  John  J.  Hallock,  to  cancel  letters 
patent  issued  to  Peter  J.  B.  Smith.  (Application 
denied,  on  the  ground  that,  as  a  matter  of  law,  the 
action  cannot  he  maintained.) 

Dec.  19.  Application  of  Thaddeus  B.  Eiker,  to  have  James  R. 

English  ousted  from  the  offices  of  director  and  vice 
president  of  the  emergency  laboratories  and  to  have 
said  Eiker  reinstated.  (Application  denied,  upon 
the  ground  that  English  was  duly  elected.  Appli¬ 
cation  renewed,  and  withdrawn.) 

APPLICATIONS  MADE  IN  1913. 

Jan.  8.  Application  of  City  of  Yonkers  to  dissolve  the 

Yonkers  Railroad  Company.  (Application  with¬ 
drawn.) 

Jan.  23.  Application  of  John  J.  Radley  to  dissolve  corporation 
of  John  J.  Radley  &  Company,  Inc.  (Application 
granted,  if  company  fails  within  thirty  days  to  pro¬ 
cure  dissolution  pursuant  to  section  220  of  General 
Corporation  Law.) 


29. 
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March  15. 

March  25. 

Feb.  28. 

April  5. 

April  25. 

March  25. 

April  24. 


Application  of  Thomas  F.  Woods  to  oust  Patrick  H. 
Flynn  from  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  Elections 

t 

of  Cayuga  county.  (Application  granted.) 

Petition  of  George  J.  Bauer,  et  ah,  to  bring  action 
against  Sanford  W.  Abbey,  Thomas  A.  Smyth  and 
David  O.  Pierpont,  to  exclude  them  from  offices 
usurped  by  them  in  the  Richmond  Land  Company. 
(Application  granted.) 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Northern  Contracting  Company. 
(Application  denied,  upon  the  ground  that  the  cor¬ 
poration  since  the  commencement  of  this  action 
has  complied  with  the  law.) 

In  the  M  atter  of  the  Application  of  Franklin  C. 
All  )ee  vs.  Magnetite  Mining  Company.  (Applica¬ 
tion  granted.) 

Re  complaints  against  county  clerks  of  Herkimer 
county,  for  retaining  to  their  own  use  moneys  al- 
lowed  out  of  mortgage  taxes  collected  for  expenses 
in  said  county.  (Application  granted.) 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Isaiah  Perkins 
to  commence  an  action  of  quo  warranto  against  Al¬ 
fred  Pelcher,  assuming  to  act  as  supervisor  of  the 
Town  of  Lake  Pleasant,  Hamilton  county,  New 
York.  (Application  granted.) 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Petition  of  Gerson  Taube  against 
Independent  Busker  Kranken  II  nterstuezungs 
Verein,  Aaron  Kastner  and  Chune  Kastner.  (Ap¬ 
plication  denied,  on  the  ground  that  no  public  in¬ 
terest  is  involved,  and  that  petitioning  creditor  has 
right  to  bring  action  in  his  own  name  pursuant  to 
section  102  of  General  Corporation  Law.) 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Francis  L.  Worth 
to  bring  a  quo  warranto  action  vs.  William  P. 
Kanar.  (Application  granted.) 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  John  Leash  and 
others,  stockholders  of  the  Nottingham  Knitting 
Company,  to  the  Attorney-General,  for  an  action 
or  proceeding  to  protect  their  rights  and  interests. 
(Application  denied,  on  the  ground  of  insufficient 
cause  for  action.) 
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T.  In  the  Matter  of  the  Petition  of  the  McPartland  & 
O’ Flaherty  Dry  Goods  Company,  et  al.  to  bring  an 
action  to  remove  Stephen  J.  McPartland  as  presi¬ 
dent  and  director  of  said  corporation.  (Applica¬ 
tion  withdrawn.) 

13.  Application  of  S.  L.  Warrin,  et  ah,  for  commence¬ 
ment  of  an  action  against  the  Cooperstown  Gas 
Company,  (Application  referred  to  counsel  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Commission,  Second  District,  who  then 
took  charge  of  the  matter.) 

1.  In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Charles  B.  Bryce 
to  bring  an  action  against  John  B.  Fenner,  to  oust 
him  from  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  Elections  of 
the  County  of  Fulton.  (Application  denied,  princi¬ 
pally  upon  the  ground  that  the  action  was  not  neces¬ 
sary,  as  there  was  a  vacancy  which  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  could  till  at  any  time.  The  Board  of 
Supervisors  never  having  made  an  appointment  to 
till  the  vacancy,  there  was  no  relator  who  could  bring 

i'  /  o 


the  action,  and  it  was  not  deemed  of  sufficient  im¬ 
portance  to  be  brought  by  the  Attorney-General  in 
the  name  of  the  People.) 

30.  In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Wirt  W.  Leland, 
a  stockholder,  for  the  dissolution  of  the  Leland 
Company.  (Petition  tiled,  but  no  further  action 
taken  by  petitioner.) 

29.  Application  to  compel  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  In¬ 
dependent  Order  of  Foresters  to  agree  to  a  sub¬ 
mitted  controversy,  involving  their  right  to  do  busi¬ 
ness  in  this  State.  (Pending,  undetermined.) 

2.  Application  of  Samuel  Hoffman  for  institution  of 
an  action  against  the  Illinois  Surety  Company. 
( Pending,  undetermined.) 
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OPINIONS  TO  THE  COMMISSIONERS  OF  THE  LAND  OFFICE. 

STATE  OF  NEW  YORK. 

Office  of  the  Attorney-General, 

Albany,  January  11,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  tiie  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  Exchange  of  Lands  in  the  Town  of  Geddes  for 
Lands  along  the  Southerly  and  Southeasterly  Boundaries  of 
New  York  State  Fair  Grounds  pursuant  to  Chapter  178  of  the 
Laws  of  1910. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. — On  November  28,  1911,  I  made  a  lengthy  re¬ 
port  to  your  honorable  board  in  the  above  entitled  matter,  printed 
in  full  upon  your  minutes  for  1911  at  pages  235  to  239,  and 
therein  expressed  the  opinion  that  your  honorable  board  might 
lawfully  direct  that  a  grant  he  made  of  an  easement  for  highway 
purposes,  and  upon  the  conditions  imposed  as  aforesaid  by  the 
State  Fair  Commission  and  upon  such  terms  as  you  may  prescribe, 
in  the  lands  described  as  parcel  one  in  said  act  of  the  Legislature, 
to  the  town  of  Geddes,  to  be  delivered  to  said  town  upon  proof 
being  furnished  the  Attorney-General  that  parcel  two  in  said  act 
has  been  legally  abandoned  for  highway  purposes  and  that  said 
parcel  two  has  been  duly  conveyed  by  said  town  to  the  State,  and 
that  the  Halcomb  Steel  Company  has  also  duly  conveyed  to  said 
town  said  strip,  17  feet  wide  along  the  east  side  of  the  present  old 
Van  Yleck  road  for  purposes  of  the  new  highway  free  from  alt 
encumbrances ;  said  grant  to  he  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  At¬ 
torney-General  as  to  form.  This  report  was  adopted  by  your  board 
and  the  recommendation  therein  set  forth  approved  at  a  meeting  of 
your  honorable  board  held  December  28,  1911. 

Since  the  above  report  was  made  it  has  developed  upon  exam¬ 
ination  of  the  title  of  the  Halcomb  Steel  Company,  the  owner  of 
the  17  foot  strip  along  the  east  side  of  the  present  old  Van  Yleck 
road,  required  for  the  purposes  of  the  new  highway,  that  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  the  Halcomb  Steel  Company  is  subject  to  two  mortgages 
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given  to  trustees  to  secure  bondholders,  one  for  $800,000  dated 
July  15,  1905,  and  another  for  $550,000  dated  January  15,  1911. 
1  am  informed  that  these  mortgages  were  given  without  any  clause 
authorizing  the  trustee  to  release  any  part  of  the  mortgaged  prem¬ 
ises,  and  also  that  the  consent  of  all  the  bondholders  is  a  practical 
impossibility.  The  Halcomb  Steel  Company  now  offer  to  take 
from  the  State  Fair  Commission  a  deed  of  the  third  parcel  of  land 
described  in  the  act,  chapter  178  of  the  Laws  of  1910,  containing 
.006  acre  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the  State  Fair  grounds  upon 
the  express  condition  that  the  Halcomb  Steel  Company  shall  fully 
pay  and  discharge  the  said  mortgages  and  that  said  condition  shall 
be  construed  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  vesting  of  title  in  said 
Halcomb  Steel  Company  to  the  said  tract  of  land  in  the  southeast 
corner  of  the  State  Fair  ground  property.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances  I  would  suggest  that  the  recommendations  following;  my 
former  report  be  amended  so  as  to  permit  of  the  acceptance  from 
the  Halcomb  Steel  Company  of  its  deed  to  the  17  foot  strip  sub¬ 
ject  to  said  mortgages.  All  the  other  conditions  to  be  carried  out 
as  formerly  provided. 

Respectfully  yours, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  Homey-General. 


Albany,  January  13,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Ellen  Egan  for  the  Correc¬ 
tion  of  Letters  Patent  to  Certain  Lands  in  Kings  County. 

To  the  ( 1 ommissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  This  is  an  application  by  Ellen  Egan  for  the 
correction  of  letters  patent  to  certain  lands  known  as  lots  14  and 
15  in  Dutch’s  tract,  Kings  County,  which  were  acquired  by  the 
State  under  a  Comptroller’s  tax  deed  in  the  year  1885.  Letters 
patent  were  issued  to  Ellen  Egan,  who  is  still  the  owner  of  said 
premises  by  patent  dated  April  10,  1891.  Through  a,  clerical 
error  this  patent  quit-claimed  to  Ellen  Egan  the  State’s  interest 
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to  lands  under  the  1881  sale  instead  of  the  1885  sale.  The  State 
did  not  acquire  these  lands  at  the  1881  sale,  but  they  were  ac¬ 
quired  at  the  1885  sale. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  your  Board  have  full  power  to  grant  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioner  and  issue  confirmatory  letters  patent  to 
the  lands  as  applied  for. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 


Albany,  January  13,  1913. 
Befoee  the  Commissionees  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  August  C.  Hofmann  for  a 

grant  of  certain  abandoned  canal  lands  in  the  city  of  Syracuse. 

€/  €/ 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  By  resolution  of  the  Canal  Board  on  August 
29,  1912,  a  parcel  of  land  lying  east  of  the  centre  line  of  the  north 
side  cut  of  the  Oswego  canal  in  the  city  of  Syracuse  between 
Spring  street  and  First  Xorth  street  was  duly  abandoned. 

The  applicant,  August  C.  Hofmann,  upon  whose  petition  the 
resolution  of  abandonment  was  made,  now  applies  to  your  honor¬ 
able  board  for  a  conveyance  of  said  abandoned  canal  lands.  He 
has  complied  with  all  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Land  Board 
governing  such  applications,  has  duly  advertised  his  notice  of  ap¬ 
plication  and  has  served  copies  thereof  upon  all  neighboring  own¬ 
ers.  He  has  presented  an  abstract  of  title  showing  that  he  is  the 
owner  in  fee  of  all  of  the  lands  lying  immediately  adjoining  the 
said  abandoned  canal  lands. 

Your  honorable  board  have  full  power  to  sell  these  lands,  and  I 
recommend  that  they  be  appraised. 

T l espectf  i  illy  yo urs, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 
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Albany,  January  14,  1913. 

Before  the  Committee  on  the  Hearing  of  Remonstrances 
of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

Iii  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  Cohoes  Company  for  a 
Grant  of  Land  under  the  Waters  of  the  Mohawk  River  near  the 
foot  of  Cohoes  Falls  in  the  city  of  Cohoes,  Albany  county. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  The  application  as  filed  asked  for  a  grant  of 
6.27  acres  of  land  for  the  purpose  of  establishing'  thereon  a  hydro 
electric  plant.  A  remonstrance  was  filed  to  this  application  on 
behalf  of  various  citizens  and  taxpayers  of  the  city  of  Cohoes. 
Hearings  were  had  upon  this  remonstrance  before  your  committee 
on  September  26,  October  9  and  December  17,  1912  and  January 
14,  1913,  and  your  committee  visited  the  site  of  the  proposed 
grant  and  inspected  the  premises.  At  the  various  hearings  before 
your  committee  a  large  number  of  persons,  property  owners  and 
citizens  of  Cohoes,  were  present.  Your  committee  was  also  at¬ 
tended  by  the  mayor  of  the  city,  by  representatives  of  the  Cohoes 
chamber  of  commerce,  the  business  men's  association  and  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Cohoes  common  council,  also  by  a  representative  of 
the  State  Conservation  Commission. 

It  developed  upon  these  hearings  that  the  applicant  did  not  need 
the  whole  of  the  6.27  acres  applied  for,  and  accordingly  the  ap¬ 
plicant  filed  an  amended  map  and  description  for  a  reduced  area 
of  1.37  acres  to  meet  the  views  of  the  State  Conservation  Com¬ 
mission  that  that  Commission  has  an  interest  in  the  question  of 
the  possibility  of  the  development  of  the  surplus  horse  power  from 
the  canal  waters  and  in  the  question  of  site  for  the  use  of  such 
surplus  horse  power.  The  reduced  area,  therefore,  leaves  land 
under  water  below  the  Falls  which  might  be  utilized  by  the  State. 
There  has  been  practically  no  opposition  to  this  application  in  its 
amended  form ;  in  fact,  various  bodies  representing  organizations 
in  the  city  of  Cohoes  have  filed  resolutions  approving  of  the  grant. 

The  Attorney-General  hereby  reports  that  the  application  is 
made  in  accordance  with  the  statutes  relating  to  water  grants  and 
also  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Land 

O' 

Board,  and  the  State  Engineer  has  reported  that  the  modified  map 
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and  description  have  been  examined  by  him  and  have  been  found 
to  agree,  and  the  area  of  land  therein  described  is  found  to  be  cor¬ 
rect;  that  the  waters  in  this  locality  are  not  navigable  and  there¬ 
fore  no  pier  or  bulkhead  line  lias  been  established  at  this  point, 
and,  in  so  far  as  the  engineering  features  are  concerned,  the  map 
and  description  are  approved. 

The  State  Comptroller  has  reported  an  appraisal  of  said  1.37 
acres  at  $274.00. 

Your  Committee,  however,  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  sum  of 
$1,000  should  be  charged  to  said  Company  for  this  grant.  The 
grant  should  be  made  upon  the  following  conditions : 

That  the  grant  shall  in  no  way  interfere  with  the  rights  of  the 
present  use  by  the  city  of  Cohoes  in  and  to  the  water  in  the  Mo¬ 
hawk  river  and  the  canal,  as  they  exist  now,  or  may  exist  here¬ 
after,  and  that  the  grant  shall  in  no  way  interfere  with  the  ripa¬ 
rian  rights  of  the  said  city. 

The  grant  to  he  made  upon  the  usual  condition  that  it  shall  be 
subject  to  revocation  by  the  State  under  its  trust  powers  for  the 
benefit  of  the  People  of  the  State. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  tt  o  rney-Gene  ra  I. 

J.  J.  KEYYEDY, 

State  Treasurer. 

J.  A.  BEYSEL, 

State  Engineer  and  Surveyor. 


Albany,  January  27,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  Empire  State  Asbestos 
Company  to  work  an  asbestos  mine  on  lot  23  in  the  gore  between 
Dartmouth  Patent  and  Township  11  Totten  k  Crossfield’s 
Purchase  in  the  Town  of  Johnshurg,  W arren  f  ounty. 


In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  Empire  State  Asbestos 
Company  for  permission  to  work  an  asbestos  mine  situate  on 
lot  32  in  above  named  gore  in  said  town  and  county. 
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To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office : 

Gentlemen. —  The  applicant  applies  for  leave  to  work  an  as¬ 
bestos  mine  in  lot  23  aforesaid,  which  is  a  part  of  the  forest  pre¬ 
serve.  The  application  is  made  under  the  mining  laws  contained 
in  the  Public  Land  Law  under  a  discoverer’s  claim.  It  also  ap¬ 
plies  for  permission  to  work  a  mine  upon  lot  32  said  to  be  owned 
by  Ellis  Putnam,  a  private  owner,  who  is  said  to  have  granted 
his  permission  to  said  company  to  work  a  mine  on  his  farm.  The 
applicant  states  its  intention,  if  permission  be  granted  it,  to  mine 
on  lot  23  in  the  forest  preserve,  to  tunnel  from  their  other  claim 
and  to  do  the  work  in  such  a  manner  as  not  to  cut,  injure  or  de¬ 
stroy  any  trees. 

I  have  referred  this  matter  to  the  Conservation  Commission 
and  have  before  me  the  report  of  Hon.  George  P.  Decker,  As¬ 
sistant  Counsel  of  said  Commission,  stating: 

“  That  lot  32  is  private  property  and  the  Empire  State  Asbes¬ 
tos  Company,  as  we  look  at  it,  may  proceed  to ’conduct  any  work 
they  choose  on  that  lot  without  the  consent  either  of  the  Land 
Board  or  of  the  Conservation  Commission. 

“  We  have  on  several  different  occasions  held  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  this  company  to  mine  asbestos  on  lot  23,  which  adjoins  lot 
32  and  which  is  State  property,  would  be  contrary  to  the  prohibi¬ 
tions  of  the  constitution  in  respect  to  forest  preserve  land  and  no 
permit  so  to  do  could  properly  be  granted  by  this  commission  and 
we  understand  that  that  view  coincides  with  the  views  heretofore 
taken  in  similar  cases  by  your  department. 

“  As  to  the  desire  of  this  company  to  start  a  prospecting  tunnel 
on  lot  32  and  follow  the  vein  of  asbestos  under  the  surface  of 
lot  23,  we  feel  that  we  have  no  power  to  consent  to  that  and  that 
the  Land  Board  should  not  consent  to  it  for  in  our  view  work 
under  ground  on  lands  'belonging  to  the  State  in  the  forest  pre¬ 
serve  is  as  effectively  forbidden  under  discovery  claims  filed  sub¬ 
sequently  to  the  insertion  in  the  constitution  of  the  present  forest 
preserve  clause,  as  is  work  on  the  surface  wdien  conducted  for 
private  purposes.  On  July  16th  last  the  writer  pointed  out  in  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Thorne  that  in  our  view  the  provisions  of  the  Public 
Land  Law  in  relation  to  mines  in  the  forest  preserve  and  to  the 
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consent  of  tlie  Forest  Commission  (section  84)  enacted  before 
this  constitutional  change,  had  been  superseded  by  it. 

Respectfully  yours, 

GEORGE  P.  DECKER, 

Assistant  Counsel.” 


I  have  also  the  further  report  of  Hon.  George  E.  Van  Kennen, 
( hairman  of  the  Conservation  Commission,  in  which  he  says : 

'  e. 

“  I  do  not  think  this  commission  has  any  authority  to  permit  the 
mining  of  asbestos  on  State  lands.” 

I  agree  with  the  reports  of  Messrs.  Decker  and  Van  Kennen 
and  cannot  recommend  the  granting  of  these  applications. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General . 


Albany,  January  28,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Petition  of  Leon  Pallez  for  the  advertise¬ 
ment  and  sale  at  public  auction  of  certain  lots  in  Spring  Val¬ 
ley,  Town  of  Ramapo,  Rockland  County. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  This  is  an  application  made  by  a  non-owner  for 
lots  211,  213,  215,  217,  218,  220  and  252  on  the  Gerow-Taylor 
Company  map  made  by  John  A.  Bogart,  surveyor,  1870.  These 
lots  with  about  1 50  other  lots  shown  on  the  same  map,  all  located 
in  the  village  of  Spring  Valley,  Rockland  county,  were  acquired 
by  the  State  at  1885  and  1890  tax  sales.  The  lots  are  from  40  to 
50  feet  wide  and  about  100  feet  deep  and  said  tract  is  situate  up¬ 
on  the  Mousey  Kyack  Clarkstown  Turnpike  and  adjoining  streets. 
A  copy  of  Bogart’s  map  is  filed  in  the  State  Comptroller’s  office 
as  Map  817. 

I  understand  that  the  resolution  of  the  Land  Board,  regarding 
the  inadvisability  of  the  sale  of  State  lands  until  a  committee  ap¬ 
pointed  to  confer  with  the  Governor  to  ascertain  his  policy  with 
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regard  to  the  sale  of  such  lands  had  reported,  referred  only  to 
loan  mortgage  property. 

These  lands  are  tax  lands  and  were  not  acquired  upon  the  fore¬ 
closure  of  loan  mortgages. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney -General. 


Albany,  February  13,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  Auburn  Savings  Bank 
for  a  Release  of  Certain  Abandoned  Canal  Lands  in  the  Town 
of  Montezuma,  Cayuga  countv. 

s  tJ  O 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  The  petition  and  supplemental  petition  herein 
and  other  papers  filed  with  this  application  shows  that  the  Auburn 
Savings  Bank  has  been  ever  since  the  year  1897  the  owner  of  a 
farm  of  land  in  the  town  of  Montezuma,  Cayuga  county,  known  as 
the  Stahnecker  farm,  containing  about  200  acres.  That  the  Su¬ 
perintendent  of  Public  Works  on  October  4,  1905,  permanently 
appropriated  for  the  use  of  the  Cayuga  and  Seneca  canal  a  parcel 
of  land  containing  two  acres  southeast  of  the  Cayuga  and  Seneca 
canal.  That  said  lands  comprised  a  gravel  bed  in  the  center  of 
said  farm  with  a  long  strip  of  land  giving  access  to  and  from  the 
canal.  That  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Works  afterwards  de¬ 
ciding  that  said  lands  wrere  not  permanently  required  for  the  use 
of  the  State  caused  a  new  map  and  survey  to  be  made  and  filed  in 
the  office  of  the  State  Engineer  and  Surveyor  with  his  certificate 
that  such  lands  were  only  temporarily  appropriated.  That  prior 
to  February  15,  1906,  the  canal  authorities  entered  on  said  lands 
and  removed  earth  and  gravel  therefrom,  in  full  settlement  for 
which  earth  and  gravel  so  removed  there  was  paid  to  the  petitioner 
by  the  State  on  January  4,  1906,  the  sum  of  $172,  and  that  since 
then  the  State  has  made  no  use  of  said  land  and  has  taken  no  earth 
or  gravel  therefrom.  That  the  first  permanent  appropriation  was 
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made  through  inadvertence,  and  that  the  second  or  temporary 
appropriation  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  the  record. 
That  nevertheless  a  cloud  remains  upon  the  title  of  said  bank, 
due  to  said  permanent  appropriation.  That  said  savings  bank  has 
never  made  any  claim  against  the  State  for  the  lands  so  appro¬ 
priated  and  has  received  no  compensation  therefor  and  simply 
desires  that  its  title  be  re-established. 

The  lands  in  question  were  duly  abandoned  by  the  Canal  Board 
at  a  meeting  held  November  26,  1912. 

I  hereby  certify  that  this  application  is  made  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Land  Board  and  would  recommend 
that  a  release  by  a  quit-claim  patent  issue  to  the  Auburn  Savings 
Bank  which  shall  contain  the  covenant  on  the  part  of  the  patentee 
that  the  said  patentee,  its  successors  and  assigns  will  forever  re¬ 
lease  the  State  from  any  and  all  claims  for  damages  by  reason  of 
the  appropriation  of  said  lands  for  canal  purposes  and  for  any  use 
and  occupation  thereof  by  the  State  from  the  time  of  said  appro¬ 
priation  down  to  the  present  time  and  that  such  grant  be  made 
without  consideration. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 


Albany,  February  25,  1913. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  I  do  hereby  certify  that  I  have  examined  the 
annexed  application  of  John  E.  McKinney  for  a  grant  of  land 
under  water  for  beneficial  eniovment  and  certify  that  the  same  is 
made  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  statutes  relating 
thereto  and  also  that  it  is  made  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office,  except  that 
the  official  water-grant  map  of  the  State  Engineer  and  Surveyor 
shows  a  small  parcel  of  land  under  water  not  applied  for  lying 
east  of  the  New  York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany’s  right  of  way,  containing  approximately  1,250  square  feet, 
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which  parcel  lies  between  the  uplands  as  shown  on  said  map  and 
the  lands  under  water  herein  applied  for.  The  Land  Board  is 
authorized  to  grant  lands  under  water  to  the  owner  of  the  adjacent 
upland.  It  appears  that  the  line  of  original  high  water  mark  as 
shown  on  the  said  official  map  was  located  in  accordance  with  the 
Kew  York  Central  <k  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  right  of 
way  map  of  1873.  The  applicant  claims  that  the  original  high 
water  mark  extended  along  the  entire  exterior  westerly  line  of  the 
upland  down  into  the  right  of  way  of  said  railroad  and  submits 
in  proof  therof  a  deed  made  by  Stephen  Archer  and  wife  to  Joseph 
Anthony  Constant,  a  remote  grantor  of  the  applicant,  dated  No¬ 
vember  9,  1844,  conveying  identically  the  same  uplands  described 
in  the  notice  of  this  application  as  containing  12.32  acres  accord¬ 
ing  to  a  map  of  said  property  made  by  Andrew  Findlay,  surveyor, 
dated  July  25,  1844.  This  deed  conveys  by  metes  and  bounds  the 
said  uplands  by  a  description  which  would  carry  the  mean  high 
water  line  close  to  the  center  of  the  railway  company's  right  of 
way  and  apparently  leaves  no  land  under  water  east  of  said  right 
of  way. 

The  apibicant  also  offers  a  deed  by  J.  Anthony  Constant  and 
wife  to  the  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  dated  August  13, 
1847,  conveying  a  strip  of  land  66  feet  wide,  33  feet  on  each  side 
of  the  railroad  company’s  center  line,  for  its  right  of  way  except 
such  portion  thereof  as  lies  below  high  water  mark.  The  appli¬ 
cant's  abstract  of  title  shows  that  all  subsequent  conveyances  in 
the  applicant’s  chain  of  title  down  to  and  including  the  deed  from 
Jose  Zayas  and  wife  to  John  E.  McKinney  dated  October  12, 
1912,  conveys  a  strip  of  land  extending  from  the  east  line  of  the 
railway  company's  property  east  to  the  Albany  Post  Road,  now 
Broadway. 

There  is  no  unfilled  land  under  water  lying  east  of  the  railway 
company  right  of  way  and  if  the  small  parcel  in  question  was  ever 
land  under  water  it  must  have  been  filled  in  over  sixtv  years  ago. 

d  d 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  Horn ey-Gene ra l . 


328 


REPORT  OF  THE  AtTORNEY-GeNERAL. 


Albany,  February  26,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Daniel  O'Yeil  for  Permis¬ 
sion  to  Work  a  Garnet  Mine  on  State  Lands  in  the  Forest 
Preserve  in  the  Town  of  Minerva,  Essex  County. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  I  return  the  application  of  Mr.  O’Yeil  for  per¬ 
mission  to  work  garnet  mines  upon  Forest  Preserve  lands  together 
with  letter  from  the  Conservation  Commission  in  regard  thereto, 
recommending  the  denial  of  the  application  upon  the  ground  that 
the  State  Constitution  prohibits  the  use  of  these  lands  for  mining 
purposes. 

I  aa’ree  with  the  Conservation  Commission  in  their  conclusion 
and  recommend  the  denial  of  the  application. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 


Albany,  February  27,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  American  Real  Estate 
Company  for  the  Advertisement  for  Sale  of  a  Portion  of  the 
Old  Albany  Post  Road  in  the  Borough  of  the  Bronx. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  This  is  a  similar  application  to  the  application 
of  Charles  J.  Schmitt  reported  on  by  me  August  3,  1912.  The 
lands  applied  for  consist  of  a  narrow  strip  of  land,  being  a  portion 
of  the  Old  Albany  Post  Road  on  the  west  side  of  Broadway  cross¬ 
ing  262d  street  in  the  borough  of  the  Bronx,  YewT  York  City,  and 
extending  about  281  feet  along  the  west  side  of  Broadway.  As  I 
stated  in  that  application,  I  think  it  is  proper  for  the  State  to 
sell  and  convey  the  land  applied  for  herein  as  unappropriated 
State  land,  except  that  the  patent  should  be  in  a  quitclaim  form 
as  recommended  in  said  report  and  should  except  and  reserve  so 
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much  of  the  above  described  land  as  may  lie  within  the  street  line 
of  262d  street  when  legally  opened.  It  being  the  intention  to  sell 
and  convey  whatever  rights  therein  the  State  has  —  not  included 
within  West  262d  street  to  be  hereafter  legally  opened  by  the  city 
of  Hew  York. 

The  lands  should  be  appraised  and  should  be  sold  at  not  less 
than  the  appraised  valuation,  by  quit-claim  patent. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  ttorney-General. 


Albany,  March  19,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  S.  Blanche  Peabody  for  a 
Grant  of  Land  Under  Waters  at  Lake  George  in  Caldwell, 
Warren  County. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  This  is  an  application  for  a  grant  of  land  under 
waters  at  Lake  George.  The  lands  under  water  applied  for  under 
the  bed  of  Lake  George  are  within  the  boundaries  of  Warren 
county.  Chapter  332  of  the  Laws  of  1893  (Art.  YI,  Chap.  43,  of 
the  General  Laws)  provides  : 

“  Section  100.  Forest  Preserve.  The  forest  preserve  shall 
include  the  lands  now  owned  or  hereafter  acquired  by  the 
state  within  the  counties  of  *  *  *  Warren 

except 

1.  Lands  within  the  limits  of  any  village  or  city,  and 

2.  Lands,  not  wild  lands,  acquired  by  the  state  on  fore¬ 
closure  of  mortgages  *  * 

o  o 

This  statute  was  in  force  when  the  present  constitution  was 
adopted,  which  went  into  effect  January  1,  1895,  and  contained  the 
following  clause : 

“Article  VII,  Section  7.  The  lands  of  the  state,  now 
owned  or  hereafter  acquired,  constituting  the  forest  preserve 
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as  now  fixed  by  law,  shall  be  forever  kept  as  wild  forest  lands. 
Tliey  shall  not  be  leased,  sold  or  exchanged,  or  be  taken  by  any 
corporation,  public  or  private,  nor  shall  the  timber  thereon  be 
sold,  removed  or  destroyed.” 

In  my  opinion  to  the  Senate  of  this  State,  dated  December  30, 
1912,  I  expressed  the  ojnnion  that  the  charter  of  the  Long  Sault 
Development  Company  violated  section  7  of  Article  VII  of  the 
State  Constitution  for  the  reason  that  the  grant  to  said  company 
was  for  a  grant  of  lands  under  the  bed  of  the  St.  Lawrence  river 
within  St.  Lawrence  county  and  also  within  the  Forest  Preserve. 

Lion.  Eugene  Lamb  Richards,  Jr.,  counsel  of  the  Conservation 
Commission,  to  whom  this  application  has  been  referred,  also 
reports  that  it  is  his  opinion  that  this  land  under  the  waters  of 
Lake  George  is  a  part  of  the  Forest  Preserve  and  is  not  the  subject 
of  a  oyant  by  your  honorable  board.  I  would,  therefore,  recom- 
mend  that  the  application  be  denied. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 


Albany,  March  19,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  Kanes  Falls  Electric 
Company  for  Permission  to  Construct  an  Electrical  Transmis¬ 
sion  Line  Along  the  Highway  Through  the  Lands  of  the  State 
of  Rew  York  Occupied  for  Prison  Purposes  at  Comstock, 
Washington  Countv. 

O  €/ 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  The  petition  of  Kanes  Falls  Electric  Company 
shows  that  it  has  a  power  plant  for  the  purpose  of  generating 
electricity  located  in  the  town  of  Fort  Ann,  Washington  county, 
and  desires  to  run  a  transmission  line  from  its  plant  to  Granville 
through  the  Great  Meadows  prison  property  along  the  highway 
leading  from  Comstock,  R.  Y.,  and  asks  permission  to  erect  and 
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maintain  a  transmission  line  consisting  of  four  transmission  wires 
together  with  two  telephone  wires  to  be  strung  on  steel  poles  along 
said  highway  together  with  right  to  transmit  electrical  current 
thereover. 

It  appears  that  the  petitioner  recently  applied  to  lion.  Joseph 
F.  Scott,  Superintendent  of  Prisons,  for  such  permission  and  that 
such  permission  was  not  granted  because  of  lack  of  authority  on 
the  part  of  the  Superintendent  to  issue  such  a  permit.  It  is  my 
opinion  that  your  honorable  board  has  no  power  to  issue  letters 
patent  for  any  such  easement,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  you  may 
have  power  to  pass  a  resolution  granting  a  revocable  license  to 
said  company.  I  would  recommend,  however,  that  the  State 
Prison  Department  be  conferred  with  before  granting  said  license. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General . 


Albany,  March  25,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  John  E.  Dusseldorf,  as 
Executor  and  Trustee  under  the  Last  Will  and  Testament  of 
Otto  L.  Dusseldorf,  deceased,  for  a  release  of  an  interest  in 
escheated  lands  known  as  Yo.  132  West  26th  Street,  Manhattan, 
Yew  York  City. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen.  —  The  petition  and  supplemental  petition  herein 
with  accompanying  papers  show  that  Ysabel  Marti  de  Escalante 
in  the  year  1864  purchased  the  premises  now  known  as  Yo.  132 
West  26th  street,  Manhattan,  Yew  York  City,  and  died  seized 
thereof  on  August  10,  1875,  leaving  her  husband  and  seven 
children.  She  left  a  will  dated  June  5,  1867,  admitted  to  probate 
by  the  Surrogate  of  Yew  York  County  on  February  19,  1876, 
whereby  she  devised  all  of  her  estate,  real  and  personal,  to  her 
husband,  Florencio  Escalante,  in  fee.  The  decedent’s  youngest 
child,  Joseph  Escalante,  was  born  after  date  of  the  will  and  there- 
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fore  notwithstanding  the  will,  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  an 
undivided  one-seventh  interest  in  said  premises  would  have  passed 
by  descent  to  said  Joseph  if  he  were  legally  competent  to  take, 
subject,  however,  to  the  curtesy  of  his  father,  Florencio,  for  life. 
It  appears  that  Florencio  Escalante,  the  father  of  said  Joseph, 
was  naturalized  in  this  State  on  January  3,  1867.  He  afterwards 
returned  to  Spain,  the  country  of  his  nativity,  and  died  in  Barce¬ 
lona  March  20,  1892.  Joseph  was  born  there  on  February  5, 
1869  and  died  there  January  5,  1891,  unmarried,  intestate  and 
without  issue.  On  February  3,  1880  Florencio  Escalante  con- 
veyed  the  premises  in  question  as  devisee  under  the  will  of  his 
deceased  wife  to  Otto  L.  Dusseldorf  for  a  consideration  of  $6,600. 
Otto  L.  Dusseldorf  died  in  this  State  March  5,  1897  leaving  a 
will  admitted  to  probate  on  May  3,  1897  in  Suffolk  County 
whereby  he  devised  all  his  real  estate  to  the  petitioner,  John  E. 
Dusseldorf,  as  executor  and  trustee  with  power  of  sale  thereof. 
Said  premises  were  mortgaged  by  Otto  L.  Dusseldorf  and  his 
executor  to  the  amount  of  $5,500.  The  published  notice  of  appli¬ 
cation  for  release  is  of  that  interest  which  may  have  escheated 
to  the  State  which  was  owned  by  Joseph  Escalante  at  the  time  of 
his  decease.  It  does  not  appear  that  Joseph  Escalante  ever  claimed 
American  citizenship  and  it  may  be  fairly  assumed  that  he  died 
an  alien.  It  appears  that  the  assessed  valuation  of  the  whole  of 
the  premises  is  $31,000.  The  real  market  value  thereof  does  not 
appear,  and  should  be  appraised. 

This  application  is  made  pursuant  to  Section  60  of  the  Public 
Lands  Law  by  the  executor  of  a  grantee  who,  but  for  his  death, 
could  have  presented  the  same.  The  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Land  Board  governing  such  applications  have  been  duly  complied 
with,  and  in  my  opinion  your  honorable  board  has  full  power  to 
release  to  the  petitioner  the  undivided  .  one-seventh  interest  in 
said  premises  which  escheated  to  the  State  upon  the  death  of 
Joseph  Escalante  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be 
deemed  just.  This  does  not  appear  to  be  a  case  where  a  release 
should  be  made  without  consideration. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 
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Albany,  March  25,  1913. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen.  —  I  enclose  communications  from  the  Department 
of  Docks  and  Ferries  of  the  City  of  New  York  stating  that  a 
dancing  pavilion  owned  by  one  F.  W.  O.  Smith  has  been  erected 
at  the  foot  of  Main  street,  Tottenville,  Staten  Island,  upon  lands 
of  the  State  under  water  which  have  never  been  granted.  Atten¬ 
tion  is  called  to  the  fact  that  the  building  is  to  be  put  in  nse  as 
an  athletic  club.  The  Dock  Commissioner  claims  that  the  struc¬ 
ture  is  an  illegal  one  and  suggests  that  some  action  be  taken  to 
cause  removal  of  the  same. 

This  matter  is  referred  to  you  for  your  advice  and  direction. 

Yours  trulv, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  i  t  orney - G e n e ra l . 


Albany,  April  1,  1913. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  Tompkins  Cove  Stone 
Company^,  for  a  grant  of  Land  under  the  waters  of  the  Hudson 
River,  at  Tompkins  Cove,  Rockland  County,  N.  Y. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen.  —  An  application  was  made  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  for  a  modification  of  the  following  danse  inserted 
in  the  grant  made  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office  to 
the  applicant: 

“  This  grant  is  made  subject  to  revocation  by  the  State 
under  its  trust  powers  for  the  benefit  of  the  People  of  the 
State.” 

This  clause  was  inserted  after  careful  consideration  and  under 
my  advice  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office,  on  the  12th 
day  of  November,  1912.  The  applicant  herein,  through  its  attor¬ 
neys,  Warner,  Wells  &  Korb,  made  an  oral  request  to  me,  some¬ 
time  since,  that  this  revocation  clause  be  changed.  I  reached 
the  conclusion,  and  so  informed  the  attorneys  for  the  applicant 
that  I  was  opposed  to  changing  this  clause. 
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The  written  memoranda  submitted  by  the  attorneys  for  the 
consideration  of  this  Board,  and  which  I  haye  examined,  sug¬ 
gests  no  legal  objection  to  this  reyocation  clause.  I  belieye  the 
revocation  clause  should  be  retained,  if  not  in  its  present  form 
at  least  in  substance. 

I  have  frequently  advised  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land 
Office  that  the  State  has  not  the  power  to  grant  irrevocable 
permits  for  the  use  of  land  under  the  waters  of  navigable  streams. 
This  question  has  often  received  the  consideration  of  our  courts 
and  the  courts  have  uniformly  held  that  the  right  of  the  State 
in  navigable  streams  is  a  soverign  right  and  not  a  proprietary 
right.  It,  therefore,  has  nothing  to  give  but  the  use  of  the  lands 
under  waters  of  navigable  streams,  the  title  being  in  the  people 
of  the  State,  and  any  use  or  benefit  which  is  granted  bv  the  State 
is  subject  to  revocation  in  the  interest  of  the  people.  The  clause 
inserted  in  the  grant  expresses  this  legal  principle.  I  believe  it 
should  be  rigidly  maintained. 

O  t. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General . 


Albany,  April  8,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Luigi  Arlotta,  for  the  release 
to  Him  of  Property  Known  as  1215-1217  Horth  State  Street, 
Syracuse,  which  Escheated  upon  the  Death  of  his  wife,  Anna 
Gill  Arlotta,  without  leaving  heirs. 

The  petition,  abstract  of  title  and  other  papers  herein  show  that 
Anna  Gill  purchased  the  land  sought  to  be  released  in  the  years 
1 89 8  and  1899  by  two  deeds  expressing  an  aggregate  consideration 
of  $2,275.  Said  premises  are  now  alleged  to  be  worth  $3,500  to 
$4,000.  At  the  time  of  said  purchase  the  petitioner  and  said 
Anna  Gill  were  living  together  as  man  and  wife,  although  unmar¬ 
ried.  Thev  were  lawfully  married,  however,  on  Kovember  19, 
1905  by  the  priest  of  St.  Peter’s  Italian  Church,  Syracuse,  and 
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the  original  marriage  certificate  has  been  submitted  to  me.  Anna 
Arlotta  became  insane  prior  to  June  15,  1910,  when  she  was  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  St.  Lawrence  State  Hospital  at  Ogdensburg  and  died 
there  October  4,  1911.  She  left  no  known  heirs  at  law  and  it  is 
believed  her  property  escheated  to  the  State.  The  petitioner,  her 
husband,  alleges  that  the  property  above  mentioned  wras  purchased 
out  of  moneys  earned  by  him  for  the  maintenance  of  a  home  in 
which  they  resided,  and  that  although  his  wife  promised  to  make 
a  will  devising  said  real  estate  to  him  she  neglected  to  do  so.  The 
petitioner  is  61  years  of  age  and  in  destitute  circumstances,  has 
no  regular  trade  or  occupation  and  no  income  except  a  small  rental 
from  a  portion  of  the  premises.  I  have  corresponded  with  the 
Superintendent  of  St.  Lawrence  State  Hospital,  who  has  informed 
me  that  their  records  do  not  show  that  the  decedent  had  any  other 
relative  than  her  husband  and  that  the  hospital  has  been  reim¬ 
bursed  for  her  maintenance. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  application  is  made  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  law  governing  such  applications  and  also  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commissioners  of 
the  Land  Office.  If  your  honorable  board  see  fit  to  grant  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioner  a  release  should  be  made  without  consider¬ 
ation  in  accordance  with  the  statute. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 


Albany,  April  10,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Hiram  D.  Messenger,  for 
the  release  of  two  lots  of  land  in  the  late  town  of  Newtown, 
Queens  County,  which  were  owned  by  John  B.  Du  Fort  at  the 
time  of  his  death. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  The  petition  herein  shows  that  John  B.  Du 
Fort  died  in  Chicago,  Illinois,  in  the  year  1891  seized  of  two  lots 
of  land  in  the  late  town  of  Newtown,  Queens  County.  He  left 
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liim  surviving  five  nieces  and  a  nephew,  all  residing  in  Canada, 
his  only  heirs  at  law,  all  of  whom  conveyed  their  interests  in  the 
premises  in  question  to  the  petitioner  on  June  24,  1911.  The 
petition  alleges  that  John  B.  Du  Fort  was  an  alien  at  the  time  of 
his  death.  Since  the  petition  was  filed  the  petitioner  discovered 
that  the  decedent,  John  B.  Du  Fort,  became  a  naturalized  citizen 
of  the  United  States  on  March  19,  1885  and  has  presented  to  me 
a  certified  copy  of  the  final  certificate  of  naturalization  of  decedent 
in  the  Supreme  Court,  Cook  County,  Illinois,  and  has  asked  that 
the  application  herein  be  withdrawn. 

I  return  all  the  papers  herein  with  Mr.  Messenger’s  request  for 
withdrawal  of  the  application. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  ttorney-  General. 


Albany,  April  10,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Caroline  S.  and  Charles  A. 
Whittemore,  for  an  extension  of  time  within  which  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  conditions  contained  in  a  water  grant. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. — This  is  an  application  for  a  fourth  extension  of 
a  water  grant  originally  made  in  1899.  The  last  extension  ex¬ 
pired  December  29,  1911.  On  December  28,  1911  your  honorable 
board  declined  to  waive  the  rule  requiring  advertisement  of  an 
application  by  these  petitioners  for  a  further  extension.  Accord¬ 
ingly  these  petitioners  thereafter  did,  instead  of  applying  for  a 
new  grant,  advertise  for  a  further  renewal  of  the  old  grant  and 
this  present  application  was  filed  February  25,  1913.  The  Cor¬ 
poration  Counsel  of  the  City  of  Yew  York  protests  against  this 
application  upon  the  grounds  aforesaid ;  and  that  since  the  denial 
of  applicants’  request  to  waive  the  rule  requiring  advertisement 
over  a  year  has  elapsed  and  more  than  a  year  has  elapsed  since 
the  time,  within  which  improvements  were  required  to  be  made, 
expired.  Fourteen  and  one-half  years  have  elapsed  since  the 
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granting  of  t-lie  original  letters  patent  and  not  the  slightest  attempt 
to  construct  any  improvements  has  been  made.  The  Corporation 
Counsel  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  no  maps  showing  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  premises  were  served  with  the  notice  and  he  states  that 
he  is  unable  to  determine  the  exact  location  of  the  property  and 
whether  any  city  streets  intersect  the  lands  under  water  applied 
for. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  this  application  for  a  renewal  filed  so  long 
after  the  grant  had  expired  should  be  denied  with  leave  to  the  peti¬ 
tioners  to  file  an  application  for  a  new  grant  upon  the  usual  rules 
governing  original  water  grants. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney- General. 


Albany,  April  10,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Sarah  A.  Washington  for 
the  release  of  certain  lands  in  the  former  town  of  Newtown, 
Queens  County,  which  escheated  upon  the  death  of  her  former 
husband,  George  H.  Washington. 

To  the  C ommissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. — The  petition  of  Sarah  A.  Washington  shows  that 
her  husband,  George  H.  Washington,  on  November  29,  1890,  pur¬ 
chased  lot  160  in  block  6  shown  on  “  map  of  276  valuable  building 
lots  situated  on  Woodside  Heights  near  the  line  of  Long  Island 
City  in  the  village  of  Woodside,  town  of  Newtown,  Queens  County, 
Long  Island,  N.  Y.,  surveyed  August,  1885,  by  Cornelius  Hyatt, 
surveyor,”  which  said  lot  is  bounded  and  described  as  follows: 
Beginning  at  a  corner  formed  by  the  intersection  of  the  southerly 
side  of  Greenpoint  avenue  with  the  easterly  side  of  Grant  avenue, 
running  thence  southerly  along  the  easterly  side  of  Grant  avenue 
84  feet  and  8  inches,  thence  easterly  at  right  angles  to  Grant  avenue 
20  feet,  thence  northerly  parallel  with  Grant  avenue  94  feet  11% 
inches  to  the  southerly  side  of  Greenpoint  avenue  and  thence 
westerly  along  the  southerly  side  of  Greenpoint  avenue  22  feet 
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5%  inches  to  the  point  of  beginning.  On  April  26,  1904,  lot  161, 
adjoining  the  foregoing  described  premises  on  the  east  was  pur¬ 
chased  by  George  H.  Washington  and  Sarah  A.,  his  wife.  George 
H.  Washington  died  February  4,  1912,  intestate,  leaving  no  heirs 
at  law.  His  widow,  Sarah  A.,  the  petitioner,  acquired  title  in  fee 
to  lot  161  because  the  title  of  said  lot  had  been  taken  in  the  joint 
names  of  husband  and  wife  by  the  entirety,  but  as  to  lot  160  there 
was  an  escheat  to  the  State.  Lot  160  is  mortgaged  to  the  Citizens 
Savings  &  Loan  Association  of  Hew  York  City  for  about  $500  and 
said  lot  is  said  to  be  worth  about  $600. 

I  hereby  certify  that  this  application  is  made  in  accordance 
with  the  statute  and  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Land  Board, 
so  far  as  lot  160  is  concerned.  Under  the  statute  the  widow  is  en¬ 
titled  to  a  release  of  lot  160  without  consideration  if  your  honor- 
able  board  see  fit  to  grant  such  release. 

O 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 


Albany,  April  16,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Margaret  M.  Quinn,  for  the 
release  of  premises  Ho.  375  Tliroop  Avenue,  Brooklyn,  of  which 
Emilie  Hielsen  died  seized  leaving  only  alien  heirs. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. — The  petition  and  other  proofs  submitted  herein 
show  that  Emilie  Hielsen  on  October  1,  1892,  purchased  from  her 
husband,  John  Hielsen,  the  premises  in  question,  being  a  house 
and  lot  on  east  side  of  Tliroop  avenue,  Brooklyn,  25  x  100  feet,  as 
described  in  said  petition.  John  Hielsen,  the  husband,  pre¬ 
deceased  his  wife  and  she  died  in  Brooklyn  on  December  21,  1911, 
seized  of  said  premises,  leaving  two  brothers  and  two  sisters,  citi¬ 
zens  of  Horway,  her  only  heirs  at  law.  The  said  premises  are 
worth  about  $4,200  and  are  subject  to  a  mortgage  for  $2,800  and 
interest.  On  August  12,  1912,  the  alien  heirs  of  Emilie  Hielsen, 
acting  through  Christopher  Ravn,  consul-general  of  Horway  in 
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the  city  of  New  York,  their  attorney-in-fact,  conveyed  said  prem¬ 
ises  to  the  petitioner,  Margaret  M.  Quinn,  subject  to  the  right  of 
escheat  in  the  State  of  New  York,  if  any.  The  consideration  was 
$3,750  for  said  deed  and  after  deducting  amount  of  mortgage  with 
interest,  taxes,  brokerage  and  funeral  expenses  of  Emilie  Nielsen 
a  balance  of  less  than  $500  remained  for  the  heirs. 

This  application  is  made  in  accordance  with  the  statute  by  the 
grantee  of  a  person  who  could  but  for  said  grant  have  made  such 
application  and  is  also  in  accordance  with  all  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Land  Board.  If  a  grant  be  made  to  the  petitioner 
it  should  be  made  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  your  honor¬ 
able  board  may  direct.  It  is  not  a  case  where  a  grant  can  be  made 
without  consideration. 

I  would  recommend  an  appraisal  of  said  premises  before  de¬ 
termining  the  terms  of  the  proposed  release. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  ttorney-General. 

Albany,  April  23,  1913. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Roswell  Eldridge  for  a 

Grant  of  Land  Lender  Water  at  Little  Neck  Bav,  Nassau  Countv, 

*J  y  %j  7 

N.  Y. 

To  the  C  ommissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. — An  application  was  made  in  the  above  entitled 
proceeding  for  a  modification  of  the  following  clause  to  be  in¬ 
serted  in  a  water  grant  ordered  to  be  made  by  your  honorable 
board  to  the  applicant  on  December  17,  1912. 

“  This  grant  is  made  subject  to  revocation  by  the  State 
under  its  trust  powers  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  the 
State.” 

The  applicant  desires  that  the  above  quoted  clause  be  omitted 
from  the  patent. 

Tn  a  report  to  you  under  date  of  April  1,  1913,  in  the  Matter  of 
the  Tompkins  Cove  Stone  Company,  where  the  same  matter  was 
under  consideration  I  gave  my  opinion  that  the  State  has  not  the 
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power  to  make  irrevocable  grants  of  land  under  waters  of  navigable 
streams  and  can  only  give  the  use  of  such  lands  subject  to  revoca¬ 
tion  in  the  interest  of  the  people.  The  clause  above  referred  to 
expresses  this  legal  principle  and  I  believe  the  clause  should  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  patent. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General . 

Albany,  May  6,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  State  Board  of  Armory 
Commissioners  Under  Chapter  274  of  the  Laws  of  1913,  Ask¬ 
ing  that  Certain  Lands  Under  Water  Belonging  to  the  State, 
Situate  in  the  City  and  Harbor  of  Buffalo,  be  set  Aside  for  the 
Purpose  of  Erecting  a  Boat  House  for  the  Third  Division, 
Third  Batallion,  Naval  Militia,  as  Contemplated  Under  Chap¬ 
ter  160  of  the  Laws  of  1912. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  Chapter  274  of  the  Laws  of  1913  amends  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  chapter  160  of  the  Laws  of  1912  by  providing  for  the 
erection  and  construction  of  a  boat  house,  shelters,  wharves  and 
retaining  walls  for  the  Third  Division  of  the  Third  Battalion  of 
the  Naval  Militia  upon  lands  of  the  State  described  in  said  act 
of  1913,  being  a  plot  450  feet  along  the  harbor  line  and  350  feet 
deep,  shown  upon  the  map  accompanying  this  application  by  the 
State  Board  of  Armory  Commissioners. 

Chapter  274  of  the  Laws  of  1913  further  provides  that  “  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office  are  herebv  directed  to  set  aside 

kj 

the  above  described  lands  and  lands  under  water  in  the  citv  of 
Buffalo  belonging  to  the  State  for  the  purposes  of  this  act  so  long 
as  such  lands  shall  be  used  for  the  purposes  herein  stated.” 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  application  is  made  in  accordance  with 
said  statute. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 
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Albany,  May  20,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  tiie  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  William  R.  Cochran  for  the 
Sale  of  Salt  Meadow  Lands  in  Jamaica  Bay,  King’s  County. 

/  O  c / 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  This  is  a  petition  for  the  advertisement  and  sale 
as  unappropriated  'State  lands  of  a  tract  of  10  acres  on  the  easterly 
side  of  Riches  Point  Meadows  in  that  part  of  Jamaica  Bay  situ¬ 
ated  in  Kings  county.  I  have  the  honor  to  advise  you  that  chapter 
522  of  the  Laws  of  1912  granted  to  the  city  of  New  York  to 
facilitate  the  creation  of  a  new  harbor  in  Jamaica  Bay  all  the 
islands,  hummocks,  hassocks,  marsh  and  meadow  lands  in  Jamaica 
Bav  in  King’s  county  which  had  not  previously  been  granted  b\ 

t/  O  u  _L  t/ 

the  Land  Board.  Your  Board  therefore  has  no  jurisdiction  of  the 
lands  in  question  and  the  application  should  be  denied. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CAEMODY, 

At  to  me  y -General . 

Albany,  May  20,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Greenway  Brewery  for 
Confirmatory  Patent  to  Correct  Errors  in  Description  in  a 
Grant  Made  to  it  on  March  29,  1913. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. — The  petition  of  the  Greenway  Brewery  shows 
that  an  error  in  description  of  certain  abandoned  canal  lands  in  the 
city  of  Syracuse  appeared  in  the  resolution  of  the  Canal  Board  of 
March  11,  1912,  which  erroneous  description  followed  in  letters 
patent  to  said  lands  issued  pursuant  to  resolutions  of  the  Canal 
Board  adopted  June  20,  1912,  and  March  27,  1913.  It  appears, 
however,  that  at  a  meeting  of  the  Canal  Board  held  on  April  30, 
1912,  the  description  was  corrected  as  to  the  direction  of  two 
courses  and  the  lands  described  abandoned  by  the  new  and  cor¬ 
rected  description. 
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Under  section  11  of  the  Public  Lands  Law  your  honorable  board 
have  due  authority  to  accept  the  surrender  of  the  grant  of  March 
29,  1913,  and  issue  new  letters  patent  with  the  corrected  descrip¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  resolution  of  the  Canal  Board  of  April  30, 
1912. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 


Albany,  May  20,  1913. 

Before  the  Standing  Committee  on  the  Hearing  of  Remon¬ 
strances  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Augustus  V.  LI.  Ellis  for  a 
Grant  of  Land  Under  Water  at  Pelham  Manor,  Westchester 
County. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  This  is  an  application  as  originally  filed  for  .43 
acre  of  land  under  the  waters  of  Long  Island  Sound  in  the  village 
of  Pelham  Manor,  Westchester  county. 

A  remonstrance  was  filed  by  the  Glen  Island  Realty  Develop¬ 
ment  Company,  the  owners  of  a  parcel  of  land  fronting  the  Long 
Island  Sound  lying  easterly  of  the  uplands  of  this  applicant.  An 
intervening  strip  of  land  lies  between  the  lands  of  the  Glen  Island 
Company  and  the  parcel  of  upland  of  this  applicant  upon  which 
application  was  made.  This  intervening  strip  is  owned  by  the 
applicant  together  with  one  Llenry  M.  Hunter.  Upon  the  hearing 
before  your  committee  Henry  M.  Hunter  appeared  by  Counsel 
John  Hunter,  Jr.,  and  consented  that  a  grant  be  made  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant  of  so  much  of  the  lands  applied  for  as  might  be  considered 
to  lie  in  front  of  the  uplands  of  Ellis  &  LIunter.  The  Glen  Island 
Company  did  not  appear  before  the  committee,  although  they  were 
duly  notified  of  the  hearing.  However,  the  legal  rights  of  this 
company  must  be  considered  as  carefully  as  though  they  were 
present  at  the  hearing,  and  your  committee  decided  that  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  lands  applied  for  were  in  front  of  uplands  of  said  Glen 
Island  Company  and  that  this  Board  could  not  grant  the  same 
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to  this  applicant.  Accordingly  the  applicant  was  directed  to 
prepare  an  amended  map  and  description  eliminating  so  much 
thereof  of  said  lands  under  water  as  lie  in  front  of  the  uplands  of 
the  (Glen  Island  Company.  An  amended  map  and  description  has 
been  filed  by  the  applicant  and  has  been  approved  by  the  State 
Engineer  and  Surveyor.  Your  committee,  therefore,  recommend 
that  a  grant  be  made  to  the  applicant  of  the  lands  under  water 
described  in  the  amended  map  and  description  filed  April  30, 
1913,  and  that  the  application  as  amended  take  the  usual  course  of 
uncontested  applications. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  ttorney-G  eneral. 

JOHN  J.  KENNEDY, 

Treasurer. 

J.  A.  KEYSET, 

State  Engineer  and  Surveyor. 


Albany,  August  22,  1913. 
Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Salina  Coarse  and  Fine 
S'alt  Manufacturing  Company  for  a  Grant  of  Abandoned 
Canal  Lands  in  the  City  of  Syracuse. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  This  is  an  application  for  a  grant  of  two  parcels 
of  land,  one  containing  .308  of  an  acre  and  another  containing 
.2177  of  an  acre  formerly  part  of  the  north  side  cut  of  the  Oswego 
canal  in  the  city  of  Syracuse,  which  parcels  were  abandoned  by 
the  Canal  Board  on  November  12,  1912. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  examined  the  application  and  that 
the  same  is  made  in  accordance  with  the  statutes  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  your  honorable  board.  Hue  notice  has  been  given 
of  this  application  to  all  of  the  owners  of  adjoining  lands. 

It  appears  that  the  late  firm  of  S.  Jaqueth  &  Company,  salt 
manufacturers  of  Syracuse,  and  their  successors,  purchased  in 
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4898  from  the  State  for  tlie  sum  of  $291.45  a  tract  of  19.43  acres 
of  land  which  included  with  other  lands  the  greater  part  of  16 
acres  which  were  purchased  by  the  State  from  Michael  E.  Lynch 
and  wife  in  1  854  for  $250'  per  acre,  or  $4,000  in  all,  and  that  said 
J aqueth  k  Company  or  their  successors  are  occupying  without  law¬ 
ful  authority  a  parcel  of  land  immediately  adjacent  to  parcel  No.  1 
hereby  applied  for  extending  along  the  north  side  cut  132  feet  and 
extending  hack  about  500  or  600  feet  to  Peck’s  ditch.  I  would 
therefore  recommend  that  the  lands  applied  for  he  sold  locally  at 
public  auction  to  the  highest  bidder  and  that  the  State  Engineer 
at  the  time  of  the  sale  cause  an  investigation  to  be  made  as  to  the 
alleged  occupancy  of  the  said  lands  above  referred  to  lying  north 
of  north  side  cut  canal  and  that  he  report  to  this  hoard  in  order 
that  proper  steps  may  be  taken  to  preserve  the  interests  of  the 
State. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 


Albany,  August  22,  1913. 
Before  tiie  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  Adeline  T.  Demko  for  a 
Release  of  Escheated  Lands. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  tlie  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  The  petition  herein  and  accompanying  proofs, 
show  that  on  April  1,  1907,  Andrew  J.  A.  Demko  and  Catherine 
L.,  his  wife,  purchased  an  estate  by  the  entirety  in  two  lots  at 
Floral  park,  town  of  Hempstead,  Nassau  county,  known  as  lots 
Nos.  415  and  416  on  map  of  Floral  park  homes  and  fully  described 
in  the  petition.  Catherine  L.  Demko  died  May  2,  1911,  and 
Andrew,  her  husband,  who  became  the  owner  of  said  lots  by  sur¬ 
vivorship,  remarried  on  June  20,  1912,  the  petitioner,  Adeline 
T.  Demko,  who  was  a  sister  of  said  Catherine  L.,  the  former  wife 
of  said  Andrew.  Andrew  J.  N.  Demko  died  intestate  December 
23,  1912,  seized  of  said  premises  and  without  heirs.  The  peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  she  was  informed  by  her  husband  on  various  oc- 
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casions  prior  to  liis  death,  that  he  had  deeded  said  lots  to  her,  but 
although  she  has  searched  for  said  deed  has  been  unable  to  find 
any.  The  premises  are  alleged  to  be  of  the  value  of  $7,100  and 
are  subject  to  two  mortgages  made  by  said  decedent  for  $3,400. 
The  decedent  left  no  other  property. 

This  application  is  made  in  full  accordance  with  the  statutes 
and  rules  of  your  honorable  board  governing  applications  for  re¬ 
leases  of  escheated  lands. 

The  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office  have  full  power  to  grant 
the  release  prayed  for  and  if  a  release  be  ordered  to  issue  to  the 
widow,  it  should  be  without  consideration,  pursuant  to  the  statute. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

i 

At  to  mey -General. 


Albany,  September  15,  1913. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. — I  do  hereby  certify  that  I  have  examined  the 
annexed  application  of  Eugene  Frost  for  a  grant  of  land  under 
water,  for  beneficial  enjoyment,  and  certify  that  the  same  is  made’ 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  statutes  relating  thereto ; 
and  also,  that  it  is  made  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office.  Attention  how¬ 
ever  is  called  to  the  fact  that  the  Yew  York  Central  &  Hudson 
River  R.  R.  Co.  filed  an  application  to  this  Board  November  27, 
1912  —  not  yet  acted  upon  —  for  the  same  lands  under  water 
under  section  18  of  the  Railroad  Law,  but  said  railroad  company 
has  withdrawn  its  application  as  to  these  lands  to  induce  the 
Land  Board  to  make  the  grant  to  Eugene  Frost  who  is  under  con- 
tract  to  sell  the  same  to  the  railroad  company.  The  Board  may 
lawfully  grant  to  either  the  railroad  company  or  to  Eugene  Frost, 
as  it  may  deem  for  the  best  interest  of  the  State. 

Yours  very  truly, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

/ 

Attorney -General. 
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Albany,  September  15,  1913. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  1  do  hereby  certify  that  I  have  examined  the 
annexed  application  of  Carrie  Sherwood  for  a  grant  of  land  under 
water,  for  beneficial  enjoyment,  and  certify  that  the  same  is  made 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  statutes  relating  thereto ; 
and  also,  that  it  is  made  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office.  Attention  how¬ 
ever  is  called  to  the  fact  that  the  New  York  Central  &  Hudson 
River  R.  R.  Co.  filed  an  application  to  this  Board  Xovember  27, 
1912, —  not  yet  acted  upon  —  for  the  same  lands  under  water 
under  section  18  of  the  Railroad  Law,  but  said  railroad  company 
has  withdrawn  its  application  as  to  these  lands  to  induce  the  Land 
Board  to  make  the  grant  to  Carrie  Sherwood  who  is  under  con¬ 
tract  to  sell  the  same  to  the  railroad  company.  The  Board  may 
lawfully  grant  to  either  the  railroad  company  or  to  Carrie  Sher¬ 
wood,  as  it  may  deem  for  the  best  interests  of  the  State. 

Yours  very  truly, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  ttorney-Genera  l. 


Albany,  October  25,  1913. 

Before  the  Standing  Committee  on  the  Hearing  of  Remon¬ 
strances  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  Rational  Conduit  and 
Cable  Company  for  a  Grant  of  Land  under  Water  in  the  Vil¬ 
lage  of  Hastings-on-Hudson,  X.  Y. 

To  the  C ommissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  This  application  was  filed  September  21,  1911, 
for  a  grant  of  three  parcels  of  land  aggregating  over  21  acres 
under  the  waters  of  the  Hudson  river  at  Hastings.  Several  re¬ 
monstrances  were  filed  and  your  committee  on  March  30,  1912, 
reported  thereon  that  they  were  of  the  opinion  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  should  be  denied.  We  would  respectfully  refer  your  honor¬ 
able  Board  to  said  report.  On  April  25,  1912,  when  said  report 
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was  presented  the  consideration  of  said  report  was  laid  upon  the 
table  upon  the  request  of  the  attorney  for  the  applicant.  (See 
Land  Board  minutes,  1912,  pages  68  to  71.)  Subsequently  and 
on  December  12,  1912,  at  request  of  counsel  for  the  applicant  the 
matter  was  taken  from  the  table  and  referred  hack  to  the  Standing 
Committee  for  a  rehearing.  Further  hearings  were  had  on  De¬ 
cember  11,  1912,  February  27,  1913,  and  May  1,  1913,  when  ad¬ 
ditional  affidavits  were  filed  by  the  applicant  and  counter  affidavits 
submitted  by  the  attorneys  for  the  various  remonstrants.  Addi¬ 
tional  evidence  does  not  warrant  us  in  changing  our  views  in  the 
matter  and  we  again  recommend  denial  of  the  application. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

A  Homey -General, 

J.  A.  KEYSET, 

State  Engineer  and  Surveyor. 


Albany,  October  25,  1913. 

Before  the  Standing  Committee  on  the  Hearing  of  Remon¬ 
strances  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  the  Mercantile  Land  and 
Improvement  Company  for  an  Extension  of  Time  within 
Which  to  Comply  with  the  Conditions  Contained  in  Letters 
Patent  to  Lands  under  Water  of  the  East  River  in  the  Village 
of  Whitestone,  Queens  County. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  Original  letters  patent  were  granted  to  this  ap¬ 
plicant  on  December  24,  1906.  On  December  7,  1909,  a  renewal 
grant  was  made  for  three  years  from  December  4,  1909.  The 
applicant  now  asks  for  a  further  extension.  This  application  was 
filed  Yovember  16,  1912,  before  the  last  renewal  had  expired. 
The  applicant  states  that  a  sea  wall,  (one  of  the  conditions  named 
in  the  original  patent),  had  been  built  and  additional  filling  be¬ 
hind  the  sea  wall  completed  at  a  cost  of  about  $30,000,  and  a 
further  condition  was  the  building  of  a  dock  or  pier  extending 
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over  the  sea  wall  outwardly  to  the  exterior  line  of  grant  to  cost 

between  $1,200  and  $1,500,  and  that  the  building  of  such  dock 

or  pier  has  been  delayed  by  reason  of  certain  recommendations 

of  the  park  department  of  the  city  of  New  York.  The  applicant 

states  that  he  intends  to  build  said  dock  within  three  years.  A 

«/ 

remonstrance  was  filed  to  this  application  by  the  Corporation 
Counsel  of  the  city  of  New  i York  as  the  successor  of  the  former 
town  of  Flushing  claiming  title  to  the  land  under  water  applied 
for  by  virtue  of  certain  colonial  patents  made  in  1666  and  1685  to 
the  freeholders  and  inhabitants  of  Flushing.  Several  hearings 
have  been  had  upon  said  remonstrance. 

Your  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  State’s  title  to  the 
lands  under  water  now  applied  for  should  be  maintained  and  the 
remonstrance  of  the  city  of  New  York  overruled,  and  that  an 
extension  of  time  be  granted  to  said  applicant  as  applied  for. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General , 

J.  A.  BENSEL, 

State  Engineer  and  Surveyor. 


Albany,  November  18,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  The  New  York  Central, 
and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  under  Chapter  777 
of  the  Laws  of  1913,  for  a  grant  of  a  portion  of  Hudson  River 
State  Hospital  Lands,  in  the  Town  of  Poughkeepsie,  Dutchess 
County. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen.  —  This  application  is  made  for  a  narrow  strip 
of  upland  containing  2.9  acres,  along  the  east  side  of  the  N.  Y. 
C.  &  IT.  R.  R.  R.  Company’s  tracks,  being  part  of  the  Hudson 
River  State  Hospital  farm  in  the  Town  of  Poughkeepsie. 

On  February  14th,  1913,  the  State  Hospital  Commission  en- 


Report  of  the  Attorney-General. 


340 


tercel  into  a  written  contract  with  said  railroad  company,  a  copy 
of  which  is  attached  to  the  petition  herein,  and  the  original  of 
which  is  now  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  State  Hospital  Commission, 

•  wherein  the  Commission  agreed  to  convey  to  said  company  the 
land  in  question  for  the  sum  of  $5,000,  and  also  in  consideration 
of  certain  covenants  upon  the  part  of  said  company  to  build  a 
new  roadway  and  undertrack  railway  crossing,  to  permit  better 
access  from  the  State  Hospital  to  its  filtration  plant,  coal  sheds, 
etc.,  on  the  river  front  west  of  the  railroad  tracks,  and  also  to  build 
a  thirty-six  inch  pipe  line  under  their  tracks  and  to  build  and 
maintain  surface  water  drains ;  said  contract  to  become  operative 
upon  the  enactment  of  an  enabling  act  by  the  State  Legislature. 

Chapter  777  of  the  Laws  of  1913  was  subsequently  passed  by 
a  two-tliirds  vote,  and  became  a  law  May  31st,  1913.  This  law 
authorizes  and  directs  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office  to 
grant  letters  patent  to  said  railroad  company  of  a  strip  of  land 
containing  2  9-10  acres,  more  or  less,  situate  on  the  east  side  of 
the  premises  of  said  railroad  company,  in  the  Town  of  Pough¬ 
keepsie,  being  known  as  a  portion  of  the  land  of  the  Hudson 
River  State  Llospital,  in  consideration  of  the  sum  of  $5,000  and 
other  considerations  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  agreement,  and 
your  Honorable  Board  was  thereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  said  contract  and  to  pay  said  $5,000, 
to  be  received  from  the  sale  of  said  premises,  to  the  State  Treas¬ 
urer,  to  be  held  bv  him  as  a  special  deposit,  to  serve  as  a  fund 
for  the  purchase  of  additional  lands  for  said  hospital. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  examined  this  application  and  that 
it  is  made  in  accordance  with  said  statute  and  I  recommend  that 
letters-patent  be  ordered  to  issue  to  the  applicant  for  the  lands 
described  in  said  application,  but  that  said  patent  issue  in  quit¬ 
claim  form  and  be  made  expressly  subject  to  all  the  covenants  and 
agreements  upon  the  part  of  said  railroad  company  to  be  per¬ 
formed,  for  the  construction  of  a  new  roadway  upon  the  lands 
occupied  by  the  Hudson  River  State  Hospital  and  continued 
under  the  tracks  of  said  railroad  company  by  an  underpass,  also 
to  be  constructed  by  said  railroad  company,  between  the  easterly 
and  westerly  limits  of  the  lands  of  said  railroad  company,  also 
for  the  construction  of  a  36  inch  cast  iron  pipe  line  under  and 
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across  said  railroad  lands,  and  also  for  the  construction  of  surface 
water  drains  and  all  other  things  agreed  to  be  done  and  performed 
by  said  railroad  company,  in  and  by  a  certain  agreement  executed 
by  and  between  the  State  Hospital  Commission  and  the  New  York 
Central  and  Hudson  Railroad  Company,  dated  February  14th, 
1913,  being  the  same  contract  referred  to  in  section  1  of  said 
Chapter  777  of  the  Laws  of  1913,  and  that  the  form  of  said 
letters-patent  be  approved  by  the  Attorney-General. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 


Albany,  November  18,  1913. 

Before  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  The  New  York  Central 
and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company  for  a  Grant  of  Land 
under  the  waters  of  the  Hudson  River,  in  the  Town  of  Court- 
land,  Westchester  County. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office: 

Gentlemen. —  I  herewith  return  two  applications  made  by  the 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  one 
bled  June  9,  1910,  and  another  bled  November  27,  1912. 

The  former  application  was  withdrawn  by  the  second  applica¬ 
tion,  and  the  railroad  company  now  seeks  the  withdrawal  of  the 
second  application,  in  favor  of  Carrie  Sherwood,  Eugene  Frost 
and  Emma  F.  Starbuck,  who  likewise  apply  as  riparian  owners 
for  the  same  lands  applied  for  by  the  railroad  company. 

The  railroad  applications  were  made  under  the  provisions  of 
section  18  of  the  Railroad  Law. 

Respectfully  submitted,- 

THOMAS  CARMODY, 

Attorney-General. 
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